
           
PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431 THE GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS WILL HOLD AN OPEN MEETING IN THE
SUPERVISORS’ AUDITORIUM, 1400 EAST ASH STREET, GLOBE, ARIZONA. ONE OR MORE BOARD MEMBERS MAY
PARTICIPATE IN THE MEETING BY TELEPHONE CONFERENCE CALL OR BY INTERACTIVE TELEVISION VIDEO (ITV). ANY
MEMBER OF THE PUBLIC IS WELCOME TO ATTEND THE MEETING VIA ITV WHICH IS HELD AT 610 E. HIGHWAY 260,
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS’ CONFERENCE ROOM, PAYSON, ARIZONA. THE AGENDA IS AS FOLLOWS:

REGULAR MEETING - TUESDAY, JANUARY 24, 2012 - 10 A.M.
R E V I S E D

           

1 Call to Order - Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation  
 

2 PRESENTATIONS:  
 

A Presentation of the Officer of the Quarter award by Daisy Flores, Gila County
Attorney, to Officer Lorenzo Ortiz of the Payson Police Department.

 

3 PUBLIC HEARINGS:  
 

A Public Hearing - Information/Discussion/Action to approve Order No.
LL-11-05, an application submitted by Marie Ann Petroff for a new Series 13
domestic farm winery license for the Pleasant Valley Winery located at 3023
Walnut Creek Road, Young, Arizona.  (Marian Sheppard)

 

4 REGULAR AGENDA ITEMS:  
 

A Information/Discussion/Action to continue a public hearing held by the Board
of Supervisors on January 10, 2012, to consider the adoption of Resolution No.
12-01-03 regarding Gila County Planning and Zoning Department Case No.
CUP-11-02, an application submitted by William Jacobs for a Conditional Use
Permit on Gila County Assessor's tax parcel numbers 302-32-031A and
302-32-032A located at 469 and 527 W. Eleanor Drive in East Verde Park,
Payson, Arizona; approval will allow parcels to be used as a church retreat with
conditions. 
(Robert Gould)

 

B Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 11-12-01, which
authorizes entering into an Intergovernmental Service Agreement between the
Tonto Apache Tribe and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila County Juvenile
Detention Center, allowing the Gila County Juvenile Detention Center to
provide contracted bed space for tribal juvenile offenders at the negotiated rate
of $131.40 per day per juvenile beginning on the effective date through
September 30, 2016.  (Kendall Rhyne)

 

C Information/Discussion/Action authorizing the Division of Health &
Emergency Services to electronically submit the Quality Improvement Award
Program grant application to the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation to complete
a quality improvement project in the amount of $5,000.  (Michael O'Driscoll)

 

D Information/Discussion/Action to approve the County's use of the City of

  

  



D Information/Discussion/Action to approve the County's use of the City of
Tempe Contract No. 108-186-01 between Gila County and Stanley Convergent
Security Solution, Inc., whereby the contractor will provide security system
installation and maintenance to Gila County from December 20, 2011, to
August 17, 2012.  (Steve Stratton)

 

E Information/Discussion/Action to review all bids submitted for Invitation for
Bids No. 091411-1 for the purchase of new fleet vehicles as specified; award to
the lowest, responsible and qualified bidders; and authorize the Chairman's
signature on the award contract for the winning bidder.  (Steve Stratton)

 

F Information/Discussion/Action to consider issuing official comments from the
Board of Supervisors to the Tonto National Forest regarding the Environmental
Assessment for Motorized Travel Management. (Jacque Griffin)

 

5 CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS:  
 

A Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the request to re-advertise
Invitation for Bids No. 092111-2 for the purchase of CRS-2 chip seal oil for
Gila County road repair and maintenance.

 

B Approval of Amendment No. 2 to Contract No. 07012011-12 between the
Arizona Community Action Association and the Gila County Division of
Community Services, Community Action Program, allocating SemStream
Arizona Propane Program funds in the amount of $10,399 in order to provide
propane assistance to eligible families residing in Gila County for the period
July 1, 2011, through June 30, 2012.

 

C Authorization for the Chairman to sign the attached agreements to
distribute LTAF II (Local Area Transportation Funds) funds, as
follows:  Intergovernmental Agreements with the Town of Star Valley for
$1,250, City of Globe for $5,000, Town of Miami Senior Center for $1,250,
and Town of Miami Cobre Valley Community Transit Program for $18,534;
and Transit Agreements with the Payson Senior Center for $5,000, Time Out,
Inc. for $1,250, and the Boys and Girls Club of Globe for $1,250. 

 

D Authorization for the Chairman's signature on Amendment No.1 to an
Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS12-007886) which pertains to
a Public Health Emergency Preparedness Grant that is between the Gila
County Division of Health and Emergency Services and the Arizona
Department of Health Services.

 

E Approval to reappoint the following members to the Gila County Building
Safety Advisory and Appeals Board for an additional 4-year term:  Mike Hanich
from January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2015; and Peter Oddonetto from
January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2015.
 

 

F Approval of the appointment of the following precinct committeeman as

  

  



F Approval of the appointment of the following precinct committeeman as
submitted by the Gila County Republican Committee: Payson 3 Precinct -
Vincent Xavier Grennon.

 

G Approval of a Special Event Liquor License Application submitted by the Lions
Club of Globe, Arizona, Inc. to serve liquor on February 11, 2012, at the
Sheriff's Posse Valentine Dance. 

 

H Approval of the November 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted
by the Globe Regional Justice Court.

 

I Approval of the December 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted
by the Globe Regional Justice Court.

 

J Approval of the December 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted
by the Payson Regional Justice Court.

 

K Approval of the December 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted
by the Payson Regional Constable.

 

L Approval of the November 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted
by the Recorder's Office.

 

M Approval of the April 26, 2011, and July 5, 2011, BOS meeting minutes.
 

N Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been approved by the
County Manager for weeks of December 24, 2011 to December 30, 2011, and
December 31, 2011 to January 6, 2012.

 

O Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the weeks of January 17,
2012, and January 24, 2012.

 

 

6 CALL TO THE PUBLIC:  Call to the Public is held for public benefit to allow
individuals to address issue(s) within the Board’s jurisdiction. Board
members may not discuss items that are not specifically identified on the
agenda. Therefore, pursuant to Arizona Revised Statute §38-431.01(G), action
taken as a result of public comment will be limited to directing staff to study
the matter, responding to criticism, or scheduling the matter for further
discussion and decision at a future date.

 

 

7 At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-431.02(K), members
of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief Administrator may present a brief
summary of current events. No action may be taken on issues presented.

 

 

IF SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS ARE NEEDED, PLEASE CONTACT THE RECEPTIONIST AT (928) 425-3231 AS EARLY AS

  

  



IF SPECIAL ACCOMMODATIONS ARE NEEDED, PLEASE CONTACT THE RECEPTIONIST AT (928) 425-3231 AS EARLY AS
POSSIBLE TO ARRANGE THE ACCOMMODATIONS. FOR TTY, PLEASE DIAL 7-1-1 TO REACH THE ARIZONA RELAY SERVICE
AND ASK THE OPERATOR TO CONNECT YOU TO (928) 425-3231.

THE BOARD MAY VOTE TO HOLD AN EXECUTIVE SESSION FOR THE PURPOSE OF OBTAINING LEGAL ADVICE FROM THE
BOARD’S ATTORNEY ON ANY MATTER LISTED ON THE AGENDA PURSUANT TO A.R.S. SECTION 38-431.03(A)((3)

THE ORDER OR DELETION OF ANY ITEM ON THIS AGENDA IS SUBJECT TO MODIFICATION AT THE MEETING

  

  



   

ARF-970     Presentation Agenda Item      2- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Daisy
Flores,
County
Attorney

Submitted By:
Sharon Listiak, Public Agency Courts
Liaison, County Attorney

Department: County Attorney
Presenter's Name: Daisy

Flores, Gila
County
Attorney

Information
Request/Subject
Presentation of Officer of the Quarter by Daisy Flores, Gila County Attorney, to Officer
Lorenzo Ortiz of the Payson Police Department.

Background Information
Daisy Flores, Gila County Attorney, selects an officer quarterly for the Officer of the
Quarter from the nominations from her staff. The staff nominates an officer for his or
her availability for preparation and carring our prosecution, their reports being
complete and readable, court appearances, assistance and cooperation with the
attorney of record, and service above and beyond.  Two plaques will be presented, one
for the officer and one for his or her agency.

Evaluation
N/A

Conclusion
N/A

Recommendation
N/A

Suggested Motion
Presentation of the Officer of the Quarter award by Daisy Flores, Gila County
Attorney, to Officer Lorenzo Ortiz of the Payson Police Department.



Presentation Agenda Item      2- A             
Regular BOS Meeting

 

Sharon Listiak, Public Agency Courts
Liaison, County Attorney

County Attorney



   

ARF-1045     Public Hearing      3- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Marian Sheppard,
Chief Deputy
Clerk, BOS

Submitted By: Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy
Clerk, BOS, Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors

Department: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Presenter's Name: Marian Sheppard

Information
Request/Subject
Gila County Order No. LL-11-05 - Pleasant Valley Winery Liquor License Application

Background Information
On April 5, 2011, the Gila County Board of Supervisors held a public hearing
regarding Gila County liquor license application number LL-11-03 that pertained
to a Series 13 liquor license application submitted by Marie Ann Petroff for the
Pleasant Valley Winery located at 253B S. Cody Road, Young, Arizona.  At that time
the BOS issued an approval recommendation to the State Department of Liquor
Licenses and Control (Department) and subsequently the Department approved the
application and issued the license to Ms. Petroff.  The headquarters of the Pleasant
Valley Winery has since moved to 3023 Walnut Creek Road, Young, Arizona; which is
a short distance from the previous location; however, the Department requires that a
new liquor license application be submitted.  

On December 9, 2011, Ms. Petroff submitted an application to the Department for a
new Series 13 domestic farm winery license for the Pleasant Valley Winery located at
3023 Walnut Creek Road in Young.  Part of the statutory process is once the
Department accepts and processes the license, it is sent to the local governing body in
which city, town or county the establishment is located. Upon the local governing
body conducting a public hearing and reviewing the application, a recommendation is
then issued by the local governing, which in Gila County it is the Board of
Supervisors (Board), to the Department to either approve, deny or issue a "no
recommendation" decision.

Per statutory requirements, a notice of hearing by the Board was posted at the
establishment for a period of 20 days, specifically to inform any person residing or
owning or leasing property within a one-mile radius of the establishment regarding
this application. To date, the Clerk of the Board's Department has not received any
objections to this application.

Evaluation
This application has been forwarded to the Gila County Clerk of the Board of



This application has been forwarded to the Gila County Clerk of the Board of
Supervisors' Department for submission to the Board. An internal review has been
conducted by both the Gila County Building Safety Department and the Health
Department. Both departments have submitted paperwork stating there are no issues
related to this application with regard to their departmental policies/procedures. The
Affidavit of Posting has also been signed by Sheriff verifying that the application was
posted and removed per statutory requirements.

Conclusion
All of Gila County's requirements have been met with regard to this application; no
one has submitted a written objection to this application; therefore, a public hearing
should be held by the Board to entertain any comments from the public with regard to
this application before the Board takes an action to issue a recommendation to the
Department.

Recommendation
The Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors recommends that the Board issue
an approval recommendation to the Department for this liquor license;
otherwise, consider issuing a different recommendation to the Department should any
person appear before the Board during the public hearing, who is in opposition to this
license.

Suggested Motion
Public Hearing - Information/Discussion/Action to approve Order No. LL-11-05, an
application submitted by Marie Ann Petroff for a new Series 13 domestic farm winery
license for the Pleasant Valley Winery located at 3023 Walnut Creek Road, Young,
Arizona.  (Marian Sheppard)

Attachments
Pleasant Valley Winery Liquor License Application for 1-24-12
Internal Review for Pleasant Valley Winery for 1-24-12
Order No. LL-11-05 for Pleasant Valley Winery for 1-24-12

































































   

ARF-1041     Regular Agenda Item      4- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Robert Gould, Community
Development Division Director

Submitted By: Beverly Valenzuela, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Development Division

Department: Community Development Division Division: Community Development Administration
Presenter's Name: Robert Gould

Information
Request/Subject
Adoption of Resolution No. 12-01-03 for P&Z Dept. Case No. CUP-11-02 - William Jacobs

Background Information
William H. Jacobs, the applicant/owner, has requested a Conditional Use Permit on Assessor's tax
parcel no. 302-32-031A (.18 ac+-) and 302-32-032A (.28 ac+-).  Property is located at 469 and 527 W.
Eleanor Drive in East Verde, Payson, AZ.  Applicant is requesting to use the existing two homes on
adjoining properties as a church retreat.  This issue first arose in 2007 when there were some
complaints about the properties being used for church retreats and too many people.  A letter was
issued by a staff member to address the issue (see attachment).  The Community Development
Department has recently received another complaint and the applicant has since then applied for this
permit.  The property is currently zoned R1L, which could allow property to be used as a church retreat
with conditions.

Evaluation
The intent of R1L zoning is to promote the development of single family dwellings and all other uses
should be complementary. 

Conclusion
This item was continued from the Board of Supervisors' January 10, 2012, meeting at which time a
public hearing was held with no public comment being provided.  

Recommendation
On December 1, 2012, the Planning and Zoning Commission heard this application and due to
neighborhood concerns has requested that staff investigate the allegations.  The Commission has tabled
this item and will again hear it on January 19, 2012. 

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to continue a public hearing held by the Board of Supervisors on
January 10, 2012, to consider the adoption of Resolution No. 12-01-03 regarding Gila County Planning
and Zoning Department Case No. CUP-11-02, an application submitted by William Jacobs for a
Conditional Use Permit on Gila County Assessor's tax parcel numbers 302-32-031A and 302-32-032A
located at 469 and 527 W. Eleanor Drive in East Verde Park, Payson, Arizona; approval will allow parcels
to be used as a church retreat with conditions. 
(Robert Gould)

Attachments
Resolution No. 12-01-03 with attached Exhibit A
Staff Report for CUP-11-02
9-24-07 Ltr to Jacobs from Comm. Dev.
1-13-12 Ltr from Wm. & Mary Jacobs to R. Gould
P&Z Commission 1-19-12 Draft Minutes



Regular Agenda Item      4- A             
Regular BOS Meeting

 

Beverly Valenzuela, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Development Division
Community Development Administration





 
                                                                  RESOLUTION NO. 12‐01‐03 

 
A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA, APPROVING 
GILA COUNTY PLANNING AND ZONING DEPARTMENT CASE NO. CUP‐11‐02, A REQUEST BY 
WILLIAM H. JACOBS FOR A CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT ON GILA COUNTY ASSESSOR’S TAX 

PARCEL NUMBERS 302‐32‐031A AND 302‐32‐032A AND ARE LOCATED AT 469 AND 527 W. ELEANOR DRIVE  
IN EAST VERDE PARK, PAYSON, ARIZONA. 

 
WHEREAS,  the Gila  County  Planning  and  Zoning  Commission,  at  a  duly  noticed  public  hearing  held  on 
December  15,  2011,  has  recommended  to  the  Board  of  Supervisors  of  Gila  County,  Arizona,  that  a 
Conditional Use Permit request, set forth  in the attached Exhibit “A”, be adopted as provided  in Section 
11‐829, Arizona Revised Statutes; and 
 
WHEREAS,  after  holding  a  public  hearing  as  provided  by  law,  the Board  of  Supervisors  of Gila  County, 
Arizona, is of the opinion that the adoption of such recommendation would be in the best interest of Gila 
County. 
 
WHEREAS, the Gila County Board of Supervisors, at a regularly scheduled and duly noticed public hearing 
did pass and adopt Gila County Planning and Zoning Department Case No. CUP‐11‐02, as set forth  in the 
attached Exhibit “A” and that said zoning request become effective immediately. 
 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 24th day of January 2012, at Globe, Gila County, Arizona. 
 
Attest:            GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS 
 
 
_____________________________      _________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard          Tommie Cline Martin, Chairman 
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board   
 
Approved as to form: 
 
 
____________________________ 
Bryan Chambers 
Chief Deputy County Attorney   
 
 

 



EXHIBIT “A” 
CONDITIONAL USE PERMIT 

PLANNING AND  CUP‐11‐02 FOR 

 Gila County Assessor’s Tax Parcel Nu bers 302‐32‐031A and 302‐32‐032A  

at.   

t 
 stipulations and provisions and permitted uses as set 

 in this section shall be deemed a nuisance.   

all apply; violation of any of these conditions may constitute the conditional 
 permit to be revoked: 

 

1.  on of stay for any one guest shall be three (3) days.  Guests under the age of 18 

2. 
for  review.    The maximum 

or 10 people per unit.   

5.  nts  shall  apply.   An  inspection will  be  conducted  to  determine  the  extent  of  the 

8.  es.   Group activities held outside the buildings 

9. 
 use  is  in operation.    It  is  the 

11.  previous conditions  shall be grounds  for  suspension or  revocation of  this 

12.  lopment Director has  the  right  to  issue a  cease and desist order  if a viable 

13.  This Conditional Use Permit will be reviewed after two (2) years for compliance with all stipulations. 

ZONING CASE NO. 
William H. Jacobs 

469 and 527 W. Eleanor in East Verde Park, AZ 
m
 
 

Conditional Use Permit to allow two existing homes on adjoining properties to be used as a church retre
Property is currently zoned R1L and is designed to promote the development of areas primarily of site‐
built single family detached dwellings, intending that all other uses be installed, operated and maintained 
in a manner so as to complement and cause a minimum disruption to such single family uses.  Any use no
in accordance with the intent and purpose, district
forth
 
The following conditions sh
use

The maximum durati
shall be supervised. 

The maximum occupancy for each house at any time shall be as established by the Building and Fire 
Codes  based  on  the  proposed  use.    Owner  shall  submit  floor  plans 
number of people allowed at retreats is 20 total 

3.  All parking must be accommodated on the site. 

4.  Owner to make provisions for the prompt cleanup and disposal of trash. 

ADA  requireme
requirements. 

6.  Owner to comply with wastewater requirements for the church retreat use. 

7.  A local contact person shall be available if any issues arise concerning the properties. 

Noise shall not be disruptive to neighboring properti
shall not be held prior to 8:00 am or after 10:00 pm. 

Any  applicable  State  and  County Health Department  regulations  shall  be  complied with,  and  all 
required permits must be obtained and  remain valid  so  long as  the
owners’ responsibility to check these regulations to see if they apply. 

10. This Conditional Use Permit will not be in effect until all of the above requirements have been met. 

Violations of any of  the 
Conditional Use Permit. 

 The Community Deve
complaint is received. 

 



 



January 12, 2012 (Notes from 1 19 12 hearing included at end) 

To:    Planning and Zoning Commission 
 
From:    Robert Gould 
    Community Development Director 
 
Subj:    CUP 11‐02, William and Mary Jacobs (Riverdance Retreat) 
    Application for use of home as a retreat business 
 
Parcel:   302‐32‐031A and 302‐32‐032A located in the East Verde Estates 
 
 
This application has received considerable neighborhood objections. The objections seem to be 
centered around the use constituting a neighborhood nuisance due primarily to the number of 
persons and the lack of presence by the property owner. 
 
The properties were purchased under an LLC and have been used primarily as a business 
operation and not a typical single family residential use. 
 
Angela Parker has attempted to find ways in which this use could be compatible with single 
family residential living. The last proposal shows a list of 13 conditions that we would be 
responsible for managing. 
 
Home occupied businesses require to presence of the property owner and this includes a bed 
and breakfast. We have allowed a person who has a long term lease to operate a home 
business. In this case the owners are rarely present. 
 
Due to the number of persons and the absence of the property owners I do not see a way that 
this application should be approved.  
 
As the Community Development Director I am asking that you recommend to the Board of 
Supervisors to deny Application CUP‐11‐02.   
 
Additional Concerns 

  During the P&Z Commission hearing on December 15, 2011, it was brought to the 
attention of the Commission that there may have been an occasion when 80 people were at the 
two homes for a retreat, including undocumented immigrants, and the police had to be called.  
The Commission asked staff to research the situation.   

  The Sheriff’s department did not have any records of incidents at either of the two 
addresses within the last year.   Per a phone conversation on January 9, 2012 with CR Hewlett, 



the neighbor making the allegations,   the sheriff did not make any arrests because “they don’t 
deal with illegals.”  Kristine with the Sheriff’s office said that it is difficult to document in those 
types of situations because if they are illegal they are not in the system and there is no way to 
verify their identity.   

  Mr. Hewlett also stated that he counted 27 people at the residences, but there were 
more walking around the neighborhood and along the river that added up to around 80.  The 
Sheriff’s office told him they couldn’t use those numbers because there was no proof that they 
came from the residence.  Although Mr. Hewlett couldn’t provide dates of the incident(s) (he 
stated he called the police three times), he did say he would get phone records that showed the 
times he called the police.  Those records are not yet available. 

  Mr. Hewlett wrote a letter in August  2011 (see attached),  voicing his concerns.  He 
stated in an email (attached) that the letter was written a couple of days after the incident.  
Also attached are the written concerns brought to the hearing by other neighbors. 

  Mr. Jacobs wrote a response to all of the concerns his neighbors presented at the 
hearing (see attached).  He also attempted to get police records of any incidents at his 
properties but there were none.  The last two were added at the request of the Planning & 
Zoning Commission. 

Update from Commission Hearing on January 19, 2012 
 
The Planning and Zoning Commission considered CUP 11 02 on January 19th.  There was one 
neighboring property owner present during the discussion the applicant was not present.  After 
a lengthy deliberation by the Commission a motion was made to support staff recommendation 
to not recommend approval of the application. The vote was unanimous.   
 
Mr. Jacobs did show up later on during the meeting and the Chairman informed him that they 
had already deliberated up his application. I then informed him that the Commission had 
recommended denial of the application due to the ongoing issues with the neighbors. He 
wanted to revisit the application and was not granted permission to due so. He stated that he 
had difficulty in finding the location of the meeting. I then informed him of the time and 
location of the Board Hearing in Globe. He stated that he would most likely withdraw his 
application. 
 





To: Community Development Director Robert Gould      January 13, 2012 

From:  William Jacobs and Mary Jacobs 

RE:  CUP-11-02 William and Mary Jacobs, Retreat Uses of houses located at 469 and 527 Eleanor Drive 

Parcel: 302-32-031A and 302-32-032A  located in East Verde Estates   

Dear Mr. Gould, 

I re-read today all materials and attachments for CUP-11-02 that appear online in the Board of Supervisors Jan 

10 agenda. I also came across the January 12 staff letter recommending that commissioners disapprove our 

request for a permit because of the concerns expressed by an organized group of East Verde Park neighbors.   

We see merit in some of the objections raised by neighbors reacting to our request for retreats of “up to 30 

persons one or two times a month.”  We can see how these neighbors might project onto this request a higher 

use over time than we intended, and we have listened respectfully as they spoke up at hearings or in person.   

So we relented when P & Z staff offered support for this use using a lower maximum number of guests, and 

gladly agreed to adopt new practices in the hope that this might result in more harmonious outcomes.   

Followup conversations with neighbors and weekly meetings with staff in the Payson office resulted in a set of 

proposed conditions that obviate sanitary risks and also address the traffic, garbage and other “nuisance” issues 

raised.  The modified proposal offers a modest set of conditions that we hoped would merit the approval of staff 

and of the commission, and are confident that the Gila County Board of Supervisors will see it the same way.  

Still, some of the attachments, and parts of your Jan 12 letter, seem to presume facts and address conditions 

that have been misreported over time.  We feel like we’ve been hit by a Super-PAC of negative campaigning.  

Sadly, this follows a pattern that seems endemic to our small riverfront community – namely, a lack of trust and 

resistance to compromise.  It is almost as if something much larger than this request is being addressed here.   

For instance, the nature of our ownership of these homes has been repeatedly misrepresented, including in the 

opinion letter.  We addressed this concern in writing before, and explained this directly to our neighbors, but 

those most vocally opposed have only challenged our sincerity and questioned our real motives.  

On December 15 were informed that this would not affect the P& Z staff or commissioners.  I was surprised, 

then, to find this concern as the leading point in your opinion letter, and wish we could’ve talked about this. 

We did not acquire these homes to further our business interests; we created a business to help us be able to 

afford the maintenance and improvement of our homes.  I cannot stress this enough.   

Help me here, as a citizen who wants to do the right thing.  The LLC was created for us on advice of counsel for 

the sake of limiting liability, first, but also as a means for transitioning ownership to our children during our 

lifetimes.  Our church is not involved in ownership or management of this vacation property.  The existence of 

an LLC offers tax advantages to us personally, but this is not a deal-breaker for us, so please guide us.  If we were 

to dissolve the LLC and/or transfer ownership of 469 Eleanor to our family trust, would this help at all?   



We have improved the homes for our own use because it enhances their value and makes the entertaining of 

guests more manageable.   We have added ADA compliant ramps and doorknobs and other design elements for 

personal reasons too.  It is common courtesy to do so. There is nothing in the design plan of these homes that is 

inharmonious with single family residency.  ADA compliance always adds value to a single family home.    

We can limit overnight stays to a number consistent with code and community standards.  We can continue to 

monitor trash and water use and septic hygiene.  Staff will exercise oversight and set reasonable maximums 

prior to implementation, but this is not recognized in most complaint letters that appear in the docket.  

Most complaint letters you received write as if there is no revised CUP.  They reflect organized opposition to us 

as owners and as neighbors for reasons not wholly related to these specific issues.  The concerns about fences, 

trash and “peeing in the river” are driven by an agenda not fully consistent with eyewitness accounts.  We 

followed up and the sheriff’s department confirms it found fewer than thirty persons at the house in April.    

Also, as requested, we recruited a local contact person next door who is known to all.  Still, to set the record 

straight, we personally attended at least five of the fifteen events on last year’s retreat schedule.  It is not 

impossible for us to be present more often, but we like to allow others lead out as they are able.  Our contact 

was unacceptable by virtue of having lived in EVP “only three years.”   Again, please guide us to a better way. 

Several of our nearest neighbors have routinely observed the comings and goings at our homes for several years 

now, and either appeared at P & Z hearings or wrote letters saying that they observed all trash and noise 

concerns were addressed as they arose.  (And fewer people mean even less trash and less water.)  Some have 

stated for the record by letter or in person at the hearing that in their opinion group retreats do not constitute a 

threat to their quality of life in East Verde Park.   There are several among the sixty-six HOA members in East 

Verde Park who have been supportive of past and present uses of the house.  Some have written letters too. 

You might note that several of the complainants are on record opposing any and all business ventures in East 

Verde Park, although other businesses have been operating in the park since before we purchased these homes.  

We have kept HOA President Don Brooks apprised of our dealings with neighbors, and before that we consulted 

with his predecessor in that position, Bill Schulz.  As a side note, when Mr. Schulz urged us in 2007 to seek HOA 

guidance before relocating our fence, neighbors unhappy with him unleashed a torrent of hostile comments at 

us as well.  It seems doing as he suggested at that time really hurt us, and we have not been forgiven for that. 

Please let us know whether there remain certain conditions in your mind under which these houses, with 

appropriate limits as to the number of persons at any given time, and with the adoption of appropriate sanitary 

practices, might host retreats and still be compatible with neighboring uses.  This was, and remains, the point of 

these hearings and consultations.  It has been our consistent desire that, as we apply and maintain these 

conditions, this hosting of retreats in our homes becomes compatible and harmonious with neighboring uses. 

We continue to hope for a reasonable hearing on the merits of the ten-point proposal contained in the staff 

recommendation attached to the January 10 Board of Supervisor’s agenda.  

 

Bill and Mary Jacobs, owners of 469 Eleanor and 527 Eleanor in East Verde Park 



 
 
MINUTES OF THE GILA COUNTY PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION 
 HELD AT THE ROOSEVELT VISITORS CENTER, HWY 188, MP. 243, ROOSEVELT, AZ 

 Partial Draft Minutes for January 19, 2012 Meeting 
 
 
1. Called to order; Chairman Don Ascoli called the meeting to order at 10:00 am. 
2. Roll Call:  Chairman-Don Ascoli (present) 

Vice Chairman-Lori Brown (present-late) 
Members present: Mickie Nye, Jack Larimore, Travis Williams, Jay Spehar (by phone) 
 Absent:  Randy Slapnicka 
 

3.  Review and Approval of Planning and Zoning Minutes for December 15, 2011 
     Motion to approve the minutes with correction to spelling of Mr. Alshire’s name was made by 

Commissioner Jack Larimore and seconded by Commissioner Mickie Nye.  Minutes were 
unanimously approved.   

 
4. Director/Commission Communication 

Community Development Director, Bob Gould stated that he will be working on the Comprehensive 
Master Plan and will be hiring a part time Planner and will have a schedule for the Gila County 
Manager to look at by January 27th, 2012.   

      
Chairman Don Ascoli asked about the Unified Development Code and the Community Development 
Survey.  Community Development Director Bob Gould stated that the commission has the Code 
Update on the agenda and the survey has been finalized and will email a copy to the commission.   

 
5. CUP-11-02 Applicant/Property Owner William Jacobs:  Applicant is requesting use of vacation 

home as a church retreat and/or youth group retreat for ten (10) to thirty (30) persons, or less, per 
day, for a day or two at a time but not more than one week.  Gila County Assessor’s Parcel is 302-
32-031A and 032A,  located at 469 and 527 W. Eleanor Dr in East Verde Park, Payson, AZ; Parcels 
are zoned R1L-D12. ITEM TABLED FROM DECEMBER 15, 2011 MEETING. 
 
Motion was made by Commissioner Mickie Nye to return this item to the Planning and Zoning 
Commission; motion seconded by Commissioner Travis Williams.  Motion was unanimous. 
 
Commissioner Mickie Nye motioned to adjourned and Vice Chairman Lori Brown seconded the 
meeting.  Meeting adjourned at 1:30 pm. 
 
Director Bob Gould commended Angela Parker-Planner in training, for her hard work and trying to 
make it compatible with the neighborhood.  Mr. Gould reminded the commission that at the public 
hearing they had about eight people who voiced concerns; one of the property owners accused him 
of having eighty (80) people there and that there were illegal aliens there, we cannot substantiate 
this. He continued by stating that one time the Sheriff’s Office went out there and they counted 
twenty seven (27) people but stated that there were a significant number of people walking by the 
river and through the neighborhood.  They probably exceeded 30 that time.  Mr. Gould continued by 

 1



 

 2

stating that the whole intent is to find out how this can become an invisible use in the neighborhood 
where people don’t recognize the business aspects of it and he does not see how he can do anything 
else but recommend denial to the Board of Supervisors.  The most intense activity we allow in SFR 
is a five bedroom bed & breakfast and they could potentially have ten people staying there.  Mr. 
Gould stated due to lack of invisibility, activity in the neighborhood and the serious accusations by 
the neighbors he felt that what was said should not be ignored and recommended denial. 
 
Commissioner Jay Spehar stated that the one thing that struck him was the letter December 14, 2011 
by Martin and Anna Christy is the reason to deny this-restrictive covenants.   
 
Director Bob Gould agreed with what Commissioner Spehar said and continued that the reason they 
did not include that in the report was because they have a bed and breakfast in the area.   
 
Chairman Don Ascoli stated that the bed and breakfast must be harmonious since there have not 
been any complaints.   
 
Director Bob Gould stated that the retreat’s income was $53,000 this last year and at the last meeting 
Mr. Jacobs stated that the LLC was the easiest way to transfer the land to their children and the 
money covered the cost of maintaining the property.   
 
Mr. Jacobs was not present at the meeting. 
 
Chairman Ascoli asked what it meant if they denied his application.   
 
Director Bob Gould stated that he could still have people there on the weekends but not to the point 
that they are considered a nuisance.  He does not have to have a permit to have friends or family 
there.   
. 
Chairman Ascoli asked what if we find an uncontested violation.  Director Bob Gould stated that if 
they did not cease and desist, they would go before the hearing officer and possibly be fined. 
 
Commissioner Jay Spehar asked what authority the applicant has to conduct the business on the 
property today.  Director Gould stated that he has none. 

 
Martin Christy stated that East Verde Park does have deed restrictions and are incorporated.  The 
property on the river is common property.   
 
Commissioner Mickie Nye motioned to follow staff’s recommendation to deny the application CUP-
11-02; Commissioner Jack Larimore seconded the motion and the motion was unanimous.  
 
 
  



   

ARF-986     Regular Agenda Item      4- B             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Kendall Rhyne,
Chief Probation
Officer

Submitted By: Lisa King, Administrative Clerk Sr.,
Superior Court

Department: Superior Court Division: Probation Department

Fiscal Year: 2012 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

January 24, 2012 -
September 30, 2016

Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Presenter's Name: Kendall Rhyne

Information
Request/Subject
Intergovernmental Service Agreement for Housing Juvenile Detainees between Tonto
Apache Tribe and Gila County, on behalf of Gila County Juvenile Detention Center.

Background Information
On occasion the Tonto Apache Tribe needs detention services for juvenile tribal
offenders.  This Intergovernmental Service Agreement would allow Gila County
Juvenile Detention Center to provide juvenile detention services to meet the needs of
the Tonto Apache Tribe. 

Evaluation
This Intergovernmental Service Agreement for Housing Juvenile Detainees between
Tonto Apache Tribe and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila County Juvenile Detention
Center, is a new agreement.  The purpose is to provide for the detention and care of
juvenile detainees that are detained, under the authority of a Tribal Court order of the
Tonto Apache Tribe, at the Gila County Juvenile Detention Center.  The facility will
provide contracted bed space at the negotiated rate of $131.40 per day per juvenile
from the Tonto Apache Tribe.  

This Agreement shall be effective when adopted by resolution and fully executed by
and under the authority of the governing body of each Party's jurisdiction and the
initial term ("Initial Term") shall be from the effective date through September 30,
2016. Upon the expiration of the Intitial Term, this Agreement shall be automatically
renewed for a period of one (1) year, and from year to year thereafter, unless either
Party provides written notice to the other Party on or before October 1, stating the
Party's intent not to renew this Agreement upon the expiration of the applicable term. 

Conclusion
This Intergovernmental Service Agreement for Housing Juvenile Detainees allows Gila



This Intergovernmental Service Agreement for Housing Juvenile Detainees allows Gila
County Juvenile Detention Center to provide juvenile detention services to the Tonto
Apache Tribe at a rate of $131.40 per day per juvenile beginning on the effective date
through September 30 ,2016 and shall be automatically renewed for a period of one
(1) year, and from year to year thereafter, unless either Party provides written notice
to the other Party on or before October 1, stating the Party's intent to not renew this
Agreement upon the expiration of the applicable term.   

Recommendation
The Gila County Probation Department recommends approval of this
Intergovernmental Service Agreement for Housing Juvenile Detainees between Tonto
Apache Tribe and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila County Juvenile Detention Center.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to adopt Resolution No. 11-12-01, which authorizes
entering into an Intergovernmental Service Agreement between the Tonto Apache
Tribe and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila County Juvenile Detention Center,
allowing the Gila County Juvenile Detention Center to provide contracted bed space
for tribal juvenile offenders at the negotiated rate of $131.40 per day per juvenile
beginning on the effective date through September 30, 2016.  (Kendall Rhyne)

Attachments
Tonto Apache Intergovermental Service Agreement
Resolution No. 11-12-01
Legal approval























RESOLUTION NO. 11-12-01

A RESOLUTION OF THE BOARD OF SUPERVISORS OF GILA COUNTY, 
ARIZONA, AUTHORIZING THE EXECUTION OF AN 
INTERGOVERNMENTAL SERVICE AGREEMENT FOR HOUSING 
JUVENILE DETAINEES BETWEEN THE TONTO APACHE TRIBE AND GILA 
COUNTY, ON BEHALF OF THE GILA COUNTY JUVENILE DETENTION 
CENTER, ALLOWING THE GILA COUNTY JUVENILE DETENTION 
CENTER TO PROVIDE JUVENILE DETENTION SERVICES TO MEET THE 
NEEDS OF THE TONTO APACHE TRIBE.

WHEREAS, the Gila County Board of Supervisors is desirous of entering into an Intergovernmental 
Service Agreement for Housing Juvenile Detainees between the Tonto Apache Tribe and Gila County, on 
behalf of the Gila County Juvenile Detention Center.

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that we, the Gila County Board of Supervisors, do hereby 
authorize Tommie C. Martin, Chairman of the Gila County Board of Supervisors, to sign the 
Intergovernmental Service Agreement for Housing Juvenile Detainees that is between the Tonto Apache 
Tribe and Gila County, on behalf of the Gila County Juvenile Detention Center.

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 24th day of January 2012, at Globe, Gila County, Arizona

Attest: GILA COUNTY BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

_______________________________ _______________________________
Marian Sheppard Tommie C. Martin, Chairman
Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board

Approved as to form:

______________________________
Bryan Chambers
Chief Deputy County Attorney



GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § A.R.S. § 11-952(D).  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 
Agreement (IGA) Review

A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 
procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 
submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 
procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 
proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 
the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 
unit.

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 
they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 
contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 
requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 
does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 
objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 
agency through its elected body.  



Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 
executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 
the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 
requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 
executed.

Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 
properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 
applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 
extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 
agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 
by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 
wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 
in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 
action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 
directed to the County Attorney’s Office.

Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 
“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 
approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 
person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 
the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 
of payment.” 

The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 
obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  
This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 
the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 
actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 
does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 
will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 
the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance.

Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 
Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 
the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 
IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 
IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 
review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 
review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 
greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 
agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 
Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.  



   

ARF-1034     Regular Agenda Item      4- C             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Michael O'Driscoll, Health &
Emergency Services Division Director

Submitted By: Judy Smith, Grants and Special
Projects Manager, Health & Emergency
Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Grants & Special Projects

Fiscal Year: 2012 Budgeted?: No

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

4/1/2012 to 11/30/2012 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Presenter's Name: Michael O'Driscoll

Information
Request/Subject
Approval to electronically submit a grant application to the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation in
conjunction with the National Network of Public Health Institutes for funds in the amount of $5,000 to
implement standard procedures for communicable disease investigations and reporting through the
Quality Improvement (QI) Award Program.

Background Information
Quality Improvement in public health is defined as "the use of a deliberate and defined improvement
process", which  focuses on activities that are responsive to community needs and improving population
health.  It refers to a continuous and ongoing effort to achieve measurable improvements in the
efficiency, effectiveness, performance, accountability, outcomes, and other indicators of quality in
services or processes which achieve equity and improve the health of the community.  The Division of
Health & Emergency Services would like to apply for funds through this QI Awards Program to
implement standard procedures for communicable disease investigations and reporting programs. We
will be requesting funds in the amount of $5,000.

Evaluation
If awarded, this funding will allow the Division of Health & Emergency Services to complete a quality
improvement project for its communicable disease program to improve our investigation and reporting
processes. This project will be completed between April 1, 2012 and November 30, 2012.  The purpose
of this Robert Wood Foundation Award Program is to support local health departments at becoming
more proficient in the adoption and application of quality improvement methods. If awarded, this
Program provides for fifteen hours of individually tailored QI coaching from an experienced national
public health specialist.

Conclusion
This Quality Improvement grant will provide the Department of Health & Emergency Services an
opportunity to apply national standards and methods to make incremental program improvements with
the guidance of an experienced QI coach. It is important to authorize the Department of Health &
Emergency Services to submit this application electronically in the amount of $5,000.

Recommendation
The Division of Health & Emergency Services Director recommends authorization by the Board of
Supervisors to submit this grant application to the Robert Wood Johnson Foundation in conjunction
with the National Network of Public Health Institutes in the amount of $5,000 for an eight month
project. No matching funds are required.

Suggested Motion



Regular Agenda Item      4- C             
Regular BOS Meeting

 

Judy Smith, Grants and Special
Projects Manager, Health & Emergency
Services Division
Grants & Special Projects



Information/Discussion/Action authorizing the Division of Health & Emergency Services to
electronically submit the Quality Improvement Award Program grant application to the Robert Wood
Johnson Foundation to complete a quality improvement project in the amount of $5,000.  (Michael
O'Driscoll)

Attachments
Grant Application for Agenda Item 1034



























   

ARF-1003     Regular Agenda Item      4- D             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division Director

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Facilities

Fiscal Year: FY 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

8-18-11 to 8-17-12 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Presenter's Name: Steve Stratton

Information
Request/Subject
Approve the County use of the City of Tempe Contract No. T08-186-01 for Security System
Installation with Stanley Convergent Security Solution, Inc. through Cooperative Purchasing

Background Information
The Facilities Department is working on a project to upgrade the current security system in
the Globe Courthouse per direction of the Board of Supervisors.

In the past the County has used the City of Tempe contracts as part of the Strategic Alliance
for Volume Expenditures (S.A.V.E) cooperative purchasing program in order to save the
County the time and money involved in the the bidding process by using a contract already
established with a discounted rate.  
 
All agencies who have signed the Cooperative Purchasing Agreement with S.A.V.E. have the
availability to use each agencies contracts.  Gila County and the City of Tempe are both
members of S.A.V.E.

Evaluation
This first phase of security to be implemented at the Courthouse will involve controlling access
to the third floor offices and judges chambers. Controlling access to certain areas of the third
floor will allow the court staff and public a measure of security that doesn't currently exist.

The estimated cost for the courthouse 3rd floor is $32,155.91.
The estimated cost for the elevator and stairwell is $18,802.51.

Conclusion
By using the the City of Tempe contract with Stanley Convergent Security Solution, Inc. for
Security System Installation and Maintenance, it will save the County time and money in
having to go out for bids to establish a contract for the service when the contract has already
been established and is in place through cooperative purchasing with a discounted rate.

Recommendation
The Public Works Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the use of the



The Public Works Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the use of the
City of Tempe Contract T08-186-01 for Security System Installation and Maintenance for Gila
County.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to approve the County's use of the City of Tempe Contract No.
108-186-01 between Gila County and Stanley Convergent Security Solution, Inc., whereby the
contractor will provide security system installation and maintenance to Gila County from
December 20, 2011, to August 17, 2012.  (Steve Stratton)

Attachments
Stanley Projected for Project
S.A.V.E. Cooperative Purchaing Agreement
City of Tempe Contract T08-186-01 with Stanley Security
Legal Approval



















































































GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement.

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office
“Approval as to Form” Review

The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private venders, contractors, and individuals.  

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.   

The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance.

Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.  



   

ARF-1016     Regular Agenda Item      4- E             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division Director

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Fleet

Fiscal Year: 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

1-24-12 to 1-23-13 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: New

Presenter's Name: Steve Stratton

Information
Request/Subject
Contract Award for Bid No. 091411-1 for New Fleet Vehicles as Specified

Background Information
As a continuing effort to update the efficiency of the County fleet we requested bids for various
types of vehicles for various departmental uses Business Plan for FY 2012.  Our intent was to
replace vehicles during every quarter to spread out the encumberances through the fiscal year.
Once we order the vehicles it takes between 8 to 12 weeks to receive them. So the vehicles we
will order in December or January may not reach us until March and then we will again order
more.

Evaluation
The budget for fleet has sufficient funds and cash flow to support purchases. Some of those
that have just joined the fleet at the beginning of Fiscal Year 2012 still need replaced due to
high repair rates and continous unreliability. A schedule of replacements was made at the
beginning of the budget year. The County Manager will be included in the replacement
discussions.

Conclusion
Low mileage vehicles will not be replaced even though they may have been in the fleet system
for several years. The money generated would not be enough for a replacement.

Recommendation
After extensive review of the submitted proposals the Public Works Director recommends that
the Board of Superivsors approve the award of Invitation for Bids No. 091411-1 for New Fleet
Vehicles as Specified to the following vendors:  

Sands Motor Company; 2 Door 1/2 Ton 4x4 Regular Cab Trucks and 4 Door Sedans

McSpadden Ford; 4 Door 3/4 Ton 4x4 Quad Cab Trucks and 2 Door 1/2 Ton 4x2 Regular Cab
Trucks with Tow Package and 2 Door 1/2 Ton 4x2 Regualr Cab Truck

Steve Coury Ford; 2 Door 1/2 Ton Extended Cab Trucks  

(Note:  2 Door 1/2 Ton 4x2 Regular Cab Truck with Tow Package lowest 3 bidders did not meet



(Note:  2 Door 1/2 Ton 4x2 Regular Cab Truck with Tow Package lowest 3 bidders did not meet
GVW specifications of 7,000 so recommendation for award is to the 1st lowest bidder to meet
the requirement.)

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to review all bids submitted for Invitation for Bids No.
091411-1 for the purchase of new fleet vehicles as specified; award to the lowest, responsible
and qualified bidders; and authorize the Chairman's signature on the award contract for the
winning bidder.  (Steve Stratton)

Attachments
Bid Tabulation Sheet 091411-1
Solicitation Sign-In-Sheet
Bid 091411-1 Opening Attendance Form
Co. Vehicle Trade Information
Bid 091411-1 New Fleet Vehicles as Specified
Contract 091411-1 with Steve Coury
Contract 091411-1 with Sands Motor Co.
Contract 091411-1 with McSpadden Ford



Sands Chapman Bill Liberty Berge McSpadden Steve Coury Chapman

Motor Co. Chevrolet Luke GMC Ford Ford Ford Auto

4 Door 3/4 Ton 4x4 33,462.01$       

Quad Cab Truck 29,529.66$       30,430.41$       29,389.21$       33,505.70$       28,850.91$       28,202.64$       28,604.51$       34,545.89$       

2 Door 1/2 Ton  

Extended Cab Truck 26,940.41$       28,081.93$       27,978.15$       27,330.64$       26,848.75$       27,603.37$       26,424.56$       29,219.14$       

2 Door 1/2 Ton 4x4 25,679.58$       

Regular Cab Truck 21,458.03$       22,572.08$       24,247.74$       22,454.96$       23,702.65$       22,878.66$       22,966.68$       23,132.55$       

2 Door 1/2 Ton 4x2 

Regular Cab Truck 21,459.32$       

Tow Package 19,998.94$       21,058.23$       22,537.20$       20,713.73$       19,647.09$       20,112.26$       19,177.81$       21,441.09$       

2 door 1/2 Ton 4x2 23,845.66$       

Regular Cab Truck 19,004.47$       19,669.14$       21,750.24$       19,381.62$       19,033.14$       18,585.42$       18,593.64$       20,790.45$       

4 Door Sedan 20,969.27$       21,753.89$       25,804.17$       -$                   22,691.76$       21,980.20$       22,191.81$       21,242.50$       

21,560.68$       

22,341.89$       

Hybrid 2 Wheel SUV -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   31,382.91$       19,802.53$       -$                   

Hybrid 4 Wheel SUV -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   -$                   33,039.95$       20,490.37$       -$                   

       

Vehicle Description

Vendor Proposal

November 3, 2011 BID 091411-1BID TABULATION INFORMATION - NEW FLEET VEHICLES AS SPECIFIED



 









BID 091411-1

 QTY Department Assigned New Cost Vendor Trade-In  Background on Trade

1 Communtity Development $21,458.03 Sands Motor B-83 1996 Ford Truck 169,4000 miles

1 Communtity Development $21,458.03 Sands Motor B-18 1999 GMC Yukon 18,400 miles, vehicle out of service

1 Community Development $20,969.27 Sands Motor A-330 1998 Chevy Blazer 176,200 miles

1 Community Development $20,969.27 Sands Motor B-90 1998 Ford Ranger 152,314 miles

1 Facilities $20,112.26 McSpadden B-27 1990 Chevy Truck 218,500 miles

1 Health Department $18,585.42 McSpadden B-75 1988 Chevy Truck 146,000 miles

1 Health Department $18,585.42 McSpadden B-82 1995 Chevy S-10 142,100 miles

1 Health Department $20,969.27 Sands Motor A-326 1998 Chevy Lumina 151,700 miles

1 Sheriff's Patrol $28,202.64 McSpadden A-164 1993 Chevy Blazer 259,000 miles, miled out

1 Sheriff's Patrol $28,202.64 McSpadden B-123 2003 Chevy Tahoe 222,000 miles, transmission going out

1 Engineering $26,424.56 Steve Coury B-20 1999 Ford Ranger 103,400, transfer to Facilities/Fleet

for Payson maintenance

VEHICLE TRADE IN REFERENCE

Purchased Vehicle 

FLEET

Ext. Cab 1/2T 4x4

NON-FLEET

2 dr reg 1/2T 4x4

4 dr full size sedan

2 dr reg 1/2T 4x2

2 dr reg 1/2T 4x2

4dr full size sedan

4dr 3/4T 4x4



































































































































































































   

ARF-1051     Regular Agenda Item      4- F             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Don
McDaniel Jr.

Submitted By: Jacque Griffin, Asst. County
Manager/Librarian, Asst County
Manager/Library District

Department: Asst County Manager/Library District
Presenter's Name: Jacque

Griffin

Information
Request/Subject
Provide comment on the Environmental Assessment for Motorized Travel Management
on the Tonto National Forest

Background Information
The Board of Supervisors received notice from the Tonto National Forest, dated
January 6, 2012, seeking comment on the Environmental Assessment for Motorized
Travel Management.  The purpose of this effort is to comply with the Travel
Management Rule by providing a system of roads, trails and areas designated for
motor vehicle use by class of vehicle and time of year on the Tonto National Forest. 
Comments must be submitted within 30 days following the published date of January
6, 2012.  Only those who provide comment or otherwise express interest in the
proposed action during this comment period will be eligible to appeal any future
action related to this Travel Management Rule.

Evaluation
The Tonto National Forest has prepared an Environmental Assessment (EA) for
Motorized Travel Management.  According to the notice, the proposed action would
close about 101 miles of roads, open about 442 miles of roads, create a 233 mile
motorized trail system, seasonally restrict access on 105 miles, administratively
restrict access on 253 miles of roads, create special use permit zones for 315 miles,
add 291 miles of unauthorized routes, allow motorized cross country travel on 1,417
acres and allow retrieval of big game up to 200 yards off either side of roads and
motorized trails.

This appears to be "Alternative 2 - Proposed Action" in the EA, although the listed
changes and tables under Alternative 2 do not always match the above listed
numbers.  Additionally, in the proposed action it states on page 7 of 269, "Because a
person needs written authorization to use a motorized vehicle on the roads and trails
within permit zones, these routes will be considered administrative use only and will
not be depicted on the Motor Vehicle Use Map (MVUM)." From this statement, it
appears that the 315 miles are for all intents and purposes, closed.

The Motorized Travel Management Plan process was initiated in 2007, and included a
scoping process in 2009. The Environmental Assessment portion is 269 pages, and
has an additional eleven appendices.  There are 38 additional reports and summaries



related to this plan.

There appears to be no assessment of the economic impact or lost economic
opportunities associated with any of these plans. Apparently the economic assessment
comes after the fact, and only includes the cost to the agency for administering the
plan.

Conclusion
Official comments to this Environmental Assessment will be considered part of the
public record of this analysis by the Tonto Forest as it moves forward in this project. 
Commenting will allow the Board of Supervisors standing in any potential future
appeal.  Additionally, the proposed comment letter asks that Gila County be
designated both a Coordinating Agency and a Cooperating Agency on this, and all
future Tonto Forest projects and plans.

Recommendation
Staff recommends that the Board of Supervisors consider issuing official comments on
the Tonto National Forest Environmental Assessment for Motorized Travel
Management.

Suggested Motion
Information/Discussion/Action to consider issuing official comments from the Board
of Supervisors to the Tonto National Forest regarding the Environmental Assessment
for Motorized Travel Management. (Jacque Griffin)

Attachments
Proposed comment letter to Tonto National Forest
TNF letter regarding comment period on EA Travel Management



Tommie C. Martin, District I
610 E. Hwy 260, Payson, 85547
(928) 474-2029
tmartin@gilacountyaz.gov

Don E. McDaniel, Jr.,
County Manager

(928) 402-4257
dmcdaniel@gilacountyaz.gov

Michael A. Pastor, District n
(928) 402-8753
mpastor@gilacountyaz.gov

Shirley L. Dawson, District In
(928) 402-8511
sdawson@gilacountyaz.gov

GILA COUNTY
BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

1400 E. Ash Street
Globe, Arizona 85501

John F. Nelson,
Deputy County Manager/

Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
(928) 402-8754

jnelson@gilacountyaz.gov

January 24,2012
Gene Blankenbaker, Forest Supervisor
Tonto National Forest
2324 E McDowell Road
Phoenix, AZ 85006

File Code 1950/2350
Re: Comments regarding "Environmental Assessment for Motorized Travel Management, to comply with
the Travel Management Rule by providing a system of roads, trails and areas designated for motor vehicle
use by class of vehicle and time of year on the Tonto National Forest."

Dear Forest Supervisor Blankenbaker,

The Gila County Board of Supervisors would like to offer comments on the previously referenced
proposed actions.

We would like to first register our objections to the incredibly short response time as well as to the lack
of clarity and level of difficulty in understanding and interpreting the information provided. Since the
Tonto Forest has been working on this Travel Management plan since 2007, we believe that a 30 day
response period is inadequate for this critical piece of this process. Additionally, the letter to interested
parties clearly states that those who do not comment during this time have no standing in a future appeal,
however the press release that was sent to all of the local media outlets left out that important piece of
information. We respectfully request an extension of the comment period of an additional 90 days.
Government agencies should strive to provide the maximum opportunity for study, analysis and comment
by the public. With several thousand pages, (or an estimated 80 megabytes) of data and information to read
and understand, a 30 day comment period is not sufficient.

In attempting to identify and locate specific roads and trails that are recommended for closure on the
various alternatives, there seems to be no consistent numbering system between the Alternatives 1-4,
(Appendices A - D), the lists of proposed route changes (Appendices G - H) and any currently published
Tonto Forest Map. In addition, when comparing the alternatives and their corresponding tables included in
the Environmental Assessment it appears that there is a variable number of road miles under consideration,
but no tally of total road and trail miles on the Tonto Forest. While Alternative 1 represents no action, and
the corresponding tables include only the road miles currently authorized and managed, the total miles on
each of the subsequent three Alternatives, which include the addition of trails and unauthorized trails, open,
closed, and Administrative use, don't all add up to the same amount of total miles. Without a clear map that
corresponds both to current existing conditions as well as to the proposed action, it is impossible to
determine exactly what areas, what roads, and what trails are being recommended for inclusion in the plan,
or recommended for closure. Additionally, roads that are to be designated "seasonal" have been included in
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the "Administrative Use Only" designation, which, from our view is the same as "closed" and should be
labeled as such to give a truer depiction of the consequences of this proposed action.

We recognize and understand the importance of protecting our natural resources while providing access
and opportunities to the public as well as those whose livelihoods depend on the national forest lands. As
you are surely aware, 96% of the land in Gila County is Federal land. Historically, our economy and our
residents have depended heavily on both resource based industries and recreation opportunities. This
ability to maintain a robust and diverse economy has been eroded over the last forty years, in large part due
to the restriction of access on the forest. With a 12% unemployment rate county-wide and 21% of our
residents living at or below 200% of the federal poverty level, we are keenly aware of the detrimental effect
that is caused by restricting business and recreational opportunities. The Tonto National Forest already has
seven designated Wilderness Areas (six in Gila County), comprising over 920 square miles. Additional
'roadless areas' and 'critical habitat' designations add to the amount of Gila County land that is unavailable
for motorized travel and economic opportunities.

As pointed out in the scoping process (Travel Analysis Process) of2009, there has been no economic
analysis of the actual or the potential economic cost associated with this travel management plan. In fact,
there has never been any economic analysis of the real economic losses associated with restrictions on the
Tonto Forest, to Gila County and our citizens over the last forty years, We would like to request your
estimate of the cost to Gila County associated with the loss of economic opportunities and the cost of lost
future economic opportunities as well as the administrative costs associated with signage, maintenance, and
patrolling to enforce any of the alternatives listed.

Finally, Supervisor Blankenbaker, Gila County is officially requesting both Coordinating Agency Status
as well as Cooperating Agency Status on this, and all future matters on the Tonto National Forest. In a
timely fashion, please inform us as to how we proceed with these designations.

The Gila County Board of Supervisors requests to be kept informed as this analysis continues and as
the Tonto Forest Service evaluates reviews and reaches a decision regarding this proposed action. Thank
you so much,

Respectfully submitted,

Tommie C. Martin,
Chairman

Cc: Corbin Newman, Regional Forester, Southwestern Region
Tom Tidwell, Chief, United States Forest Service
Tom Vilsack, Secretary of Agriculture, USDA
Robert Bonnie, Special Advisor to the Secretary, USDA
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Forest
Service

Tonto National Forest 1314 E. McDowell Rd.
PhoeDb:, AZ 85006
Phone: 601.125.5100
Fax: 601.11S.S195
Vtn'Y: 601.11!.S39!

Jf-..N 0 <i 7['1) FUe Code: 1950/2350
Date: January 6,2012

Dear Interested Party:

The Tonto National Forest is seeking comments on the Environmental Assessment for Motorized
Travel Management. The purpose of this effort is to comply with the Travel Management Rule
by providing a system of roads, trails, and areas designated for motor vehicle use by class of
vehicle and time of year on the Tonto National Forest.

The Proposed Action would close about 101 miles of roads, open about 442 miles of roads,
create a 233-mile motorized trail system, seasonally restrict access on 105 miles of road,
administratively restrict access on 253 miles of road, create special use permit zones for 315
miles of road, add about 291 miles of unauthorized routes to the: transportation system, allow
motorized cross-country travel on 1,417 acres and motorized retrieval of big game (elk and bear)
up to 200 yards off either side ofNFS roads and motorized trails. A Forest Plan amendment
would prohibit all other motorized travel off the designated road system across the forest.

The proposed action and associated analysis can be obtained from the Tonto National Forest
Supervisor's Office, 2324 E. McDowell Road, Phoenix, AZ 8S(]I06;and on the internet at
www.fs.usda.gov/tonto.Click 'Forest Projects' under the 'Quick Links' colwnn on the right-
hand side of the page.

Comments must be submitted within 30 days following date of the legal notice published in the
Capitol Times on January 6, 2012. Please submit comments using one of the methods below
(listed in order of preference for ease of processing through the content analysis process):

• Internet (using a comment form):
https:/lcara.ecosystem-management.org/PubliclCommentlnput?Project=28967

• Email: comments-southwestern-TMRTonto@fs.fed.us using one of the following
formats - directly in the body of the email, word document-preferred format (.doc or
.docx), portable document format (.pdt), rich text format (rtf), text (.txt), and hypertext
markup language (.html).

• Postal mail: Gene Blankenbaker, Forest Supervisor at the: address listed above

• Phone: 602-225-5213

Only those who provide comment or otherwise express interest in the proposed action during the
comment period will be eligible to appeal. Interest expressed or comments provided on this
project prior to or after the close of this comment period will not constitute standing for appeal
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purposes. In order to appeal, each individual or representative from each organization submitting
comments must either sign the comments or verify identity upon request. Comments received in
response to this solicitation, including names and addresses of those who comment, will be
considered part of the public record of this analysis and will be included in the final project
record. Pursuant to 7 CFR 1.27 (d), any person may request the agency to withhold a submission
from the public record by showing how the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA) permits such
confidentiality.

If you have questions concerning this process, please contact Genevieve Johnson at (602) 225-
5213.

Sincerely,

~M4 GENE BLA NBAKERD '- Forest Supervisor



   

ARF-1035     Consent Agenda Item      5- A             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton, Public
Works Division Director

Submitted By: Valrie Bejarano, Contracts Support
Specialist, Finance Department

Department: Public Works Division Division: Roads

Fiscal Year: FY 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

2-9-12 to 2-8-13 Grant?: No

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Renewal

Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Request to Re-Advertise Invitation for Bids 092111-2 for CRS-2 Chip Seal Oil

Background Information
Invitation for Bids No. 092111-1 for CRS-2 chip seal oil was advertised in the newspaper on
December 14 and 21, 2011. All bids were due on December 29, 2011.

Evaluation
There were no bids received for Invitation for Bids No. 092111-1 for CRS-2 chip seal oil for the
maintenance and repair of Gila County roads.

Conclusion
Invitation for Bids No. 092111-2 will be re-advertised in the newspaper on January 25 and
February 1, 2012, and bid will be due February 9, 2012.

Recommendation
The Public Works Director recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the
re-advertisement of Bid No. 092111-2 for CRS-2 chip seal oil due to no response on the
original bid.

Suggested Motion
Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the request to re-advertise Invitation for Bids No.
092111-2 for the purchase of CRS-2 chip seal oil for Gila County road repair and maintenance.

Attachments
Bid Tabulation for Bid 092111-1
Bid 092111-1 (No Bids)
Request to Advertise Bid No. 092111-2
Invitation for Bids No. 092111-2 (Rebid)





























































































































   

ARF-1022     Consent Agenda Item      5- B             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Malissa Buzan,
CAP/Housing Services
Manager

Submitted By: Cecilia Bejarano, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Services Division

Department: Community Services Division Division: Comm. Action Program/Housing Servs.

Fiscal Year: 2011-2012 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

7/30/2011 - 6/30/2012 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

No Fund?: Replacement

Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No. 2 to the 2011-2012 Independent Contractor Agreement Contract No. 07012011-12 with
Arizona Community Action Association

Background Information
Affordable energy is an issue of critical concern for low-income Arizonans.  Many times heating or
cooling costs for low-income families come at the expense of other life necessities such as food, clothing
or next month's rent.  Since a high percentage of their income is spent each month on utility services,
programs which make energy more affordable lessen the financial impact on a low-income family. 
Arizona Community Action Association's Home Energy Assistance Fund strives to create programs and
increase funding to meet the needs of low-income families and individuals in their struggle to remain or
become self-sufficient.

Original Contract No. 07012011-12 was signed by Chairman Michael A. Pastor on July 20, 2011.

Amendment No. 1 was signed by Chairman Tommie C. Martin on December 20, 2011.

Evaluation
Amendment No. 2 will allow the Gila County Community Action Program to conduct application intake
and eligibility determination for the SemStream Arizona Propane Program. Purpose of the amendment is
to allocate SemStream Arizona Propane funds in the amount of $10,399 in order to provide propane
assistance to eligible families residing in Gila County. 

Amendment No. 2 will also reduce the Salt River Project Funding under Section I. Services and
Programs - 1.2 Fund Sources by $3,558 from $4,400 to $842. The direct service amount is $758 and
the program delivery amount is $84.

Conclusion
By the Board of Supervisors approving Amendment No. 2 to the 2011-2012 Independent Contractor
Agreement Contract No. 07012011-12, the Community Action Program will assist eligible families
residing in Gila County with propane assistance.

Recommendation
The Community Action/Housing Services Manager recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve
this Amendment.

Suggested Motion



Approval of Amendment No. 2 to Contract No. 07012011-12 between the Arizona Community Action
Association and the Gila County Division of Community Services, Community Action Program,
allocating SemStream Arizona Propane Program funds in the amount of $10,399 in order to provide
propane assistance to eligible families residing in Gila County for the period July 1, 2011, through June
30, 2012.

Attachments
Amendment No. 2 to Contract No. 07012011-12
Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. 07012011-12
Original Contract No. 07012011-12
Legal Approval















































































































GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement.

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office
“Approval as to Form” Review

The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private venders, contractors, and individuals.  

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.   

The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance.

Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.  



   

ARF-1028     Consent Agenda Item      5- C             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Steve Stratton Submitted By: Diana Jones, Management Analyst,
Finance Department

Department: Finance Department

Fiscal Year: 2010 and 2011 Budgeted?: Yes

Contract Dates
Begin & End: 

7/1/09 - 6/30/10 Grant?: Yes

Matching
Requirement?: 

Yes Fund?: Renewal

Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Local Transportation Assistance Funds (LTAF) II Intergovernmental Agreements and
Transit Agreements

Background Information
According to legislation enacted in 1998, cities, towns, and counties that receive
$2,500 or more in Local Transportation Assistance Funds (LTAF) II funding annually
are required to use the funding for public transportation services.  Gila County has
been using the LTAF II funds to provide senior centers and other entities which
provide transportation services with funds to support their continued transit
operation. 

During the Board of Supervisors' October 18, 2011, meeting, the Board recommended
the distribution of funds from the LTAF II account in accordance to the 50%
distribution.  The distribution of these funds is necessary to keep within the LTAF II
Program guidelines and expenditures for public transportation by the Arizona
Department of Transportation.

No funds were distributed to the Copper Spike Excursion Train as it is no longer in
operation.

Evaluation
Attached are agreements for the distribution of the LTAF II funds.  Intergovernmental
Agreements with the Town of Star Valley for $1,250, the City of Globe for $5,000, the
Town of Miami Senior Center for $1,250, and the Town of Miami Cobre Valley
Community Transit Program for $18,534.  Transit Agreements with the Payson Senior
Center for $5,000, Time Out, Inc. for $1,250, and the Boys and Girls Club of Globe in
the amount of $1,250.

Conclusion
The distribution of these funds is necessary to keep within the LTAF II program



The distribution of these funds is necessary to keep within the LTAF II program
guidelines.

Recommendation
The Public Works Department recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the
attached Intergovernmental Agreements and Transit Agreements for the distribution
of LTAF II funds.

Suggested Motion
Authorization for the Chairman to sign the attached agreements to distribute LTAF II
(Local Area Transportation Funds) funds, as follows:  Intergovernmental Agreements
with the Town of Star Valley for $1,250, City of Globe for $5,000, Town of Miami
Senior Center for $1,250, and Town of Miami Cobre Valley Community Transit
Program for $18,534; and Transit Agreements with the Payson Senior Center for
$5,000, Time Out, Inc. for $1,250, and the Boys and Girls Club of Globe for $1,250. 

Attachments
IGA Town of Star Valley
IGA City of Globe
IGA Miami Senior Center
IGA Miami CVC Transit Program
Transit agreement Payson Senior Center
Transit agreement Time Out, Inc.
Transit agreement Boys and Girls Club or Globe
Distribution amounts approved
10/18/2011 agenda
Legal Authority for non IGA agreements
Legal Authority for IGAs











































































GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office “approval as to form” of contract or agreement.

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the contract or agreement attached to this 

agenda item and has determined that it is in its proper form and  is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to the public agency requesting the County 

Attorney’s Office review.  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office
“Approval as to Form” Review

The Gila County Attorney’s Office is often called upon to review contracts and 
other agreements between public entities represented by the County Attorney and 
private venders, contractors, and individuals.  

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews these contracts
to see that they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means 
that the contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific 
legislative requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public 
agency.  It does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports 
the policy objectives contained in the contract.  That approval is solely the province 
of the public agency through its elected body.   

The public agency or department submitting the contract for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the contract in order to completely understand 
its obligations under the contract if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s 
board.  This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the contract 
as to form, the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the 
capacity to actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County 
Attorney’s Office does not monitor contract compliance.  Hence the public entity or 



submitting department will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A 
thorough knowledge of the provisions of the contract will be necessary to monitor 
compliance.

Before signing a contract “approved as to form,” the County Attorney’s Office 
will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about the contract.  It is 
the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the contract for 
review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the contract 
to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the contract for review.  
Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office review of 
the contract because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of greatest 
concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the agency does 
have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County Attorney’s Office to 
meaningfully review the agreement.  



GILA COUNTY ATTORNEY
Daisy Flores

Re: County Attorney’s Office approval of IGA pursuant to A.R.S. § 11-952(D).

To whom it may concern:

The County Attorney’s Office has reviewed the Intergovernmental Agreement attached to 

this agenda item and has determined that it is in its “proper form” and  “is within the powers and 

authority granted under the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement unit” 

pursuant to A.R.S. § A.R.S. § 11-952(D).  

Explanation of the Gila County Attorney’s Office Intergovernmental 
Agreement (IGA) Review

A.R.S. § 11-952(D) requires that 

every agreement or contract involving any public agency or public 
procurement unit of this state . . . before its execution, shall be 
submitted to the attorney for each such public agency or public 
procurement unit, who shall determine whether the agreement is in 
proper form and is within the powers and authority granted under 
the laws of this state to such public agency or public procurement 
unit.

In performing this review, the County Attorney’s Office reviews IGAs to see that 
they are in “proper form” prior to their execution.  “Proper form” means that the 
contract conforms to fundamental contract law, conforms to specific legislative 
requirements, and is within the powers and authority granted to the public agency.  It 
does not mean that the County Attorney’s Office approves of or supports the policy 
objectives contained in the IGA.  That approval is solely the province of the public 
agency through its elected body.  



Likewise, this approval is not a certification that the IGA has been properly 
executed.  Proper execution can only be determined after all the entities entering into 
the IGA have taken legal action to approve the IGA.  There is no statutory 
requirement for the County Attorney’s Office to certify that IGAs are properly 
executed.

Nonetheless, it is imperative for each public agency to ensure that each IGA is 
properly executed because A.R.S. § 11-952(F) requires that “[a]ppropriate action … 
applicable to the governing bodies of the participating agencies approving or 
extending the duration of the … contract shall be necessary before any such 
agreement, contract or extension may be filed or become effective.”  This can be done 
by ensuring that the governing body gives the public proper notice of the meeting 
wherein action will be taken to approve the IGA, that the item is adequately described 
in the agenda accompanying the notice, and that the governing body takes such 
action. Any questions regarding whether the IGA has been properly executed may be 
directed to the County Attorney’s Office.

Proper execution of IGAs is important because A.R.S. § 11-952(H) provides that 
“[p]ayment for services under this section shall not be made unless pursuant to a fully 
approved written contract.”  Additionally, A.R.S. § 11-952(I) provides that “[a] 
person who authorizes payment of any monies in violation of this section is liable for 
the monies paid plus twenty per cent of such amount and legal interest from the date 
of payment.” 

The public agency or department submitting the IGA for review has the 
responsibility to read and understand the IGA in order to completely understand its 
obligations under the IGA if it is ultimately approved by the public entity’s board.  
This is because while the County Attorney’s Office can approve the IGA as to form, 
the office may not have any idea whether the public agency has the capacity to 
actually comply with its contractual obligations.  Also, the County Attorney’s Office 
does not monitor IGA compliance.  Hence the public entity or submitting department 
will need to be prepared to monitor their own compliance.  A thorough knowledge of 
the provisions of the IGA will be necessary to monitor compliance.

Before determining whether an IGA contract “is in proper form,” the County 
Attorney’s Office will answer any questions or concerns the public agency has about 
the contract.  It is the responsibility of the public agency or department submitting the 
IGA for review to ask any specific questions or address any concerns it has about the 
IGA to the County Attorney’s Office at the same time they submit the IGA for 
review.  Making such an inquiry also helps improve the County Attorney’s Office 
review of the IGA because it will help focus the review on specific issues that are of 
greatest concern to the public agency.  Failing to make such an inquiry when the 
agency does have issues or concerns will decrease the ability of the County 
Attorney’s Office to meaningfully review the IGA.  



   

ARF-1037     Consent Agenda Item      5- D             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Michael O'Driscoll, Health & Emergency
Services Division Director

Submitted By: Debra Williams, Deputy Director of
Emergency Services, Health &
Emergency Services Division

Department: Health & Emergency Services Division Division: Emergency Services
Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Amendment No.1 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract ADHS12-007886), a Public Health Emergency
Preparedness Grant

Background Information
The Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No. ADHS12-007886) between the Arizona Department of Health
Services and the Gila County Health and Emergency Services Division in support of the Public Health Emergency
Preparedness (PHEP) program was signed by the Board of Supervisors (BOS) on December 16, 2011.

Evaluation
Amendment No. 1 to Contract No. ADHS12-007886 makes changes to Section 3 Activities only.  The specific
changes are: 
3.1.3 moved to 3.1.5 with description changes
3.1.4 moved to 3.13
3.1.5 moved to 3.1.4 
3.2.1 moved to 3.1.7 
3.2.2 moved to 3.21 with description changes 
3.2.3 description change
3.3.1 description change
3.3.2 description change
3.3.3 moved to 3.2.5

Conclusion
There is no financial impact for this Amendment.  According to the terms of the Intergovernmental Agreement
(IGA), the required Activities may change for each quarter of the IGA performance period.

Recommendation
The Director of the Gila County Health and Emergency Services Division recommends that the Board of Supervisors
authorize the Chairman's signature on Amendment No.1  to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No.
ADHS12-007886) for Public Health Emergency Preparedness Grant that is between the Gila County Health and
Emergency Services Division and the Arizona Department of Health Services.

Suggested Motion
Authorization for the Chairman's signature on Amendment No.1 to an Intergovernmental Agreement (Contract No.
ADHS12-007886) which pertains to a Public Health Emergency Preparedness Grant that is between the Gila County
Division of Health and Emergency Services and the Arizona Department of Health Services.

Attachments
Amendment No.1
ADHS IGA Contract No. ADHS12-007886



















































   

ARF-928     Consent Agenda Item      5- E             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Joe Mendoza, Deputy
Director/Chief Building Official

Submitted By: Beverly Valenzuela, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Development Division

Department: Community Development Division Division: Community Development Administration
Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Gila County Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board Reappointments 

Background Information
Section 4 of the Gila County Building Code Ordinance addresses the Building Safety Advisory and
Appeals Board to include its authority and purpose; members and qualifications; vacancies; duties of
the board; hearings and meetings; quorum and voting; appeals; and limitation of authority.

On March 4, 2008, the Board of Supervisors approved the appointments of initial members to the Gila
County Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board.  Mike Hanich, representing Supervisorial District
2, and Peter Oddonetto, representing Supervisorial District 3, were amongst the initial appointed
members.

Evaluation
Section 4(B) (2) states,"Memers of the Advisory and Appeals Board must be residents of Gila County but
cannot be employees of Gila County government.  This Board shall include members from the following
categories to the extent that persons meeting the qualifications are available and willing to serve:
1.  An architect duly licensed in the state of Arizona.
2.  A professional engineer duly licensed in the state of Arizona.
3.  A general contractor duly licensed in the state of Arizona.
4.  A person representing the public.
5.  A person engaged in the electrical, mechanical and plumbing trade.

Mike Hanich is an architectural draftsman and Peter Oddonetto is a contractor.  Both add valuable
knowledge and experience to the Gila County Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board and meet the
criteria as a member.

Conclusion
Mr. Hanich  resides in Tonto Basin (District Two) and Mr. Oddonetto resides in Globe (District Three);
both have served on the Gila County Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board since March 4, 2008. 
Both members are reliable and add knowledge and experience to the Board. 

Recommendation
The Gila County Community Development Division Deputy Director recommends that the Board of
Supervisors approve of the reappointment of Mike Hanich and Pete Oddonetto to the Gila County
Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board for an additional four-year term beginning January 1,
2012, to December 31, 2015.

Suggested Motion
Approval to reappoint the following members to the Gila County Building Safety Advisory and Appeals
Board for an additional 4-year term:  Mike Hanich from January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2015; and
Peter Oddonetto from January 1, 2012, to December 31, 2015.
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Regular BOS Meeting

 

Beverly Valenzuela, Executive
Administrative Assistant, Community
Development Division
Community Development Administration



Attachments
Proposed GC Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board Membership for 1-24-12



 
GILA COUNTY BUILDING SAFETY ADVISORY AND APPEALS BOARD 

(Proposed to BOS on 1/24/12, and if approved by the BOS the list will be as follows) 
 

NAME OF MEMBER 
 

*This Board was created on 
10/23/07 and these members 
were appointed on 3/4/08. 

TYPE OF 
APPOINTMENT 

 
Mark with  A,  B,  C, 
D or E – see below 

NEW APPOINTMENT OR REAPPOINTMENT 
(Include BOS approval date next to letter) 

New Appointment:  Choose “A” or “B” 
A ‐for existing vacancy or 
B ‐to fill a vacancy created by (provide name) 
or 
Reappointment:  Mark with a “C” and include 
number of years served prior to most recent 
appointment 

DATES OF TERM 
(Put the month, day and 
year both beginning & 

ending dates) 

LENGTH OF TERM  
(# of years) 

Bernie Lieder‐District 1*  D  C (11/17/09)  1 year 9 months  01/01/10‐12/31/13  4 
Richard Franco‐District 3*  D  C (11/17/09)  1 year 9 months  01/01/10‐12/31/13  4 
Mike Hanich‐District 2*  D  C (01/24/12)  3 years 9 months  01/01/12‐12/31/15  4 
Peter Havens‐District 1*  D  C (04/21/09)  9 months  01/01/09‐12/31/12  4 
John Marcanti‐District 2*  D  C (03/15/11)  2 years 9 months  01/01/11‐12/31/14  4 
Bob O’Connor‐District 3*  D  C (03/15/11)  2 years, 9 months  01/01/11‐12/31/14  4 
Pete Oddonetto‐District 3*  D  C (01/24/12)  3 years 9 months  01/01/12‐12/31/15  4 
           
           
           
           
 
Appointment Designation Definitions: 
A) Statutory District Appointment:  Member must reside within the supervisorial district boundary from which he/she is appointed. 
 
B) Supervisor Appointment: Member unrestricted by district. 
 
C) Joint Appointment:  Membership is comprised of appointments from different jurisdictions.  Appointments made by other entities are acknowledged by the 
Board of Supervisors.   
 
D) County at Large:  Members are unrestricted by district and can be recommended by appointment by any supervisorial district or by the committee. 
 
E) Alternate Members:  As defined by individual committee criteria. 



   

ARF-1044     Consent Agenda Item      5- F             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted For: Linda
Eastlick,
Elections
Director

Submitted By:
David Rogers, Elections Specialist,
Elections Department

Department: Elections Department
Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Appointment of Precinct Committeemen to the Gila County Republican Committee

Background Information
ARS 16-821(B) provides if a vacancy exists in the office of precinct committeeman, the
vacancy shall be filled by the Board of Supervisors from a list of names submitted by
the County Chairman of the appropriate political party.

Evaluation
One new individual has been submitted by the Gila County Republican Committee
Chair for appointment to the office of precinct committeeman.  Per statute, the Board
of Supervisors has the authority to make this appointment.

Conclusion
The Republican Party has submitted Vincent Xavier Grennon for appointment by the
Board of Supervisors. 

Recommendation
The Director of Elections recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve the
appointment as submitted by the Gila County Republican Committee.

Suggested Motion
Approval of the appointment of the following precinct committeeman as submitted by
the Gila County Republican Committee: Payson 3 Precinct - Vincent Xavier Grennon.

Attachments
Republican PC January 2012





   

ARF-1040     Consent Agenda Item      5- G             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Submitted By: Marian Sheppard, Chief
Deputy Clerk, BOS, Clerk
of the Board of
Supervisors

Department: Clerk of the Board of Supervisors
Presenter's Name: 

Information
Request/Subject
Lions Club Special Event Liquor License Application for February 11, 2012.

Background Information
A qualified organization may submit an application to serve liquor at a special event
for up to 10 days per year.  The Arizona Department of Liquor Licenses and Control
(Department) approves all liquor-related applications; however, part of the
Department's process requires that the local governing body review the application
and submit a recommendation for approval or disapproval to the Department for any
establishment located within the jurisdiction of that local governing body.

Evaluation
The Chief Deputy Clerk of the Board of Supervisors has reviewed the application and
has determined that it has been filled out correctly.

Conclusion
This charitable organization has properly completed the application and if the Board
of Supervisors approves the application, the Lions Club of Globe, Arizona, will have
used 1 day of the allowable 10 days to serve liquor at a special event in 2012.

Recommendation
The Chief Deputy Clerk recommends that the Board of Supervisors approve this
application.  Upon approval, the applicant has the responsibility to submit the
application to the Department for its final approval.

Suggested Motion
Approval of a Special Event Liquor License Application submitted by the Lions Club of
Globe, Arizona, Inc. to serve liquor on February 11, 2012, at the Sheriff's Posse
Valentine Dance. 

Attachments
Lions Club Special Event App for 2-11-12











   

ARF-1030       5- H             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Reporting
Period:

Globe Regional Justice Court Monthly Report for November 2011

Submitted For: Mary Navarro Submitted By: Mary Navarro,
Justice Court
Operations
Mgr, Superior
Court

Information
Subject
Globe Regional Justice Court Monthly Report for November 2011

Suggested Motion
Approval of the November 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted by the
Globe Regional Justice Court.

Attachments
Globe Regional Justice Court monthly report for November 2011









   

ARF-1043       5- I             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Reporting
Period:

Globe Regional Justice Court Monthly Report for December 2011

Submitted For: Mary Navarro Submitted By: Mary
Navarro,
Justice Court
Operations
Mgr, Superior
Court

Information
Subject
Globe Regional Justice Court Monthly Report for December 2011

Suggested Motion
Approval of the December 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted by the
Globe Regional Justice Court.

Attachments
Globe Regional Justice Court Monthly Report 12/11









   

ARF-1038       5- J             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Reporting
Period:

Payson Regional Justice Court Monthly Report for December 2011

Submitted For: Dorothy Little Submitted By: Dorothy Little,
Justice of the
Peace-Payson
Region,
Superior Court

Information
Subject
Payson Regional Justice Court Monthly Report for December 2011

Suggested Motion
Approval of the December 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted by
the Payson Regional Justice Court.

Attachments
November 2011 statistics
November financial











PAYSON JUSTICE COURT TREASURER'S RECAP FY2012

NOVEMBER, 2011 AZTEC ACCOUNT ACCOUNT TOTAL AMOUNT5% FILL THE GAP ADJUSTED

FUND NAME CODE CODE CODE ALLOCATED SET ASIDE BALANCE

Alternative Dispute Resolution ZADR T848-2061 59.68$              2.98$                   56.70$          

Arson Detection Reward Fund 41-2167D ZADRF T901-2061 -$                  -$                     -$             

Attorney Fee Reimbursement ZATT 1005.314-3350.00 X10501314004383 121.60$            121.60$       

Confidential Address Assessment - State Treasurer ZCAA1 -$                  -$                     -$             

Confidential Address Assessment - Local ZCAA2 -$                  -$                     -$             

Citizens Clean Elections ZCEF T888-2061 1,357.01$         1,357.01$    

Criminal Justice Enhancement 67% ZCJEF T812-2061 6,377.14$         318.86$               6,058.28$    

Defensive Driving Diversion Fee ZDDS 1005.314-3400.90 X105-4609 3,010.00$         150.50$               2,859.50$    

DNA State Surcharge 3% 12-116.01C ZDNAS T872-2061 906.61$            45.33$                 861.28$       

Elected Officials Retirement Fund 15.30% ZEORF T801-2061 445.93$            22.30$                 423.63$       

Base Fees (General Fund) ZFEE 1005.314-3400.15 X105-4615 1,470.89$         73.54$                 1,397.35$    

Forensic Investigation Fund ZFIF -$                  -$                     -$             

Base Fines (General Fund) ZFINE 1005.314-3510.10 X105-4831 11,818.03$       590.90$               11,227.13$  

Fill the Gap Surcharge 7% ZFTGS T870-2061 949.93$            47.50$                 902.43$       

Failure To Pay Warrant Surcharge 10% ZFTPS 1005.314.3400.17 X10501314004861 -$                  -$                     -$             

Extra DUI Assessment $500 ZGFDU T912-2061 3,512.73$         175.64$               3,337.09$    

Judicial Collection Enhancement $7 ZJCL 4741.314-3400.15 X36001314004615 511.00$            511.00$       

Judicial Collection Enhancement Local % ZJCLF 4741.314-3400.15 X36001314004615 198.48$            9.92$                   188.56$       

Judicial Collection Enhancement $13 ZJCS T818-2061 949.00$            949.00$       

Judicial Collection Enhancement %PC ZJCSF T840-2061 454.16$            22.71$                 431.45$       

Jail (Incarceration) Fees ZJF 1005.300-34000-3405.40 X10502340004651 1,379.00$         1,379.00$    

Local Costs ZLCL 1005.314-3510.10 X105-4831 -$                  -$                     -$             

Administrative Costs ZMISC 1005.314-3400.99 X105-4886 423.36$            21.17$                 402.19$       

Medical Services Enhancement 13% ZMSEF T813-2061 1,763.97$         88.20$                 1,675.77$    

2011 Additional Assessment - State Treasurer ZOS1 806.60$            40.33$                 766.27$       

2011 Additional Assessment - County Treasurer ZOS2 100.82$            5.04$                   95.78$          

Officer Safety Equipment - City Police (CP) ZOS3 4.00$                0.20$                   3.80$            

Officer Safety Equipment - Sheriff (SHF) ZOS4 208.69$            10.43$                 198.26$       

Officer Safety Equipment - DPS (DPS) ZOS5 178.62$            8.93$                   169.69$       

Officer Safety Equipment - MVD/ADOT (MVD) ZOS6 -$                  -$                     -$             

Officer Safety Equipment - Game and Fish (GF) ZOS7 12.00$              0.60$                   11.40$          

Officer Safety - Registrar of Contractors (ZRCA) ZOS8 -$                  -$                     -$             

Officer Safety Equipment - Animal Control (AC) ZOS10 -$                  -$                     -$             

Officer Safety -  Tonto Apache Police (TAR) ZOS14 -$                  -$                     -$             

Overpayment Forfeited ZOVF 1005.314-3510.10 X105-4831 44.80$              2.24$                   42.56$          

Adult Probation Fee ZPBA 4042.335-3405.30 X25001335-4835 -$                  -$                     -$             

Probation Surcharge 2006 ($10.00) ZPRS6 T871-2061 198.59$            9.93$                   188.66$       

Probation Surcharge 2009 ($20.00) ZPRS9 T871-2061 2,588.84$         129.44$               2,459.40$    

Probation Surcharge $5.00 ZPRSU T871-2061 10.10$              0.51$                   9.59$            

Reimbursement to County Attorney 60% ZREIM 3544.301-3400.11 X18201301004777 1,593.79$         1,593.79$    

Reimbursement to Superior Court 40% ZREIM 4574.333-3400.16 X226333004864 1,062.52$         1,062.52$    

Security Enhancement Fee (Local) ZSECE -$                  -$                     -$             

Warrant Fee (Local) ZWAR 1005.314-3510.10 X105-4831 -$                  -$                     -$             

AZ Native Plant Fund ZANP STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

Bulk Merchandise Civil Penalty ZBULK STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

Child Passenger Restraint ZCPRF STATE 33.18$              1.66$                   31.52$          

Drug and Gang Enforcement Fines ZDECJ STATE 1,153.52$         57.68$                 1,095.84$    

DUI Abatement ZDUIA STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

Domestic Violence Shelter Fund ZDVSF STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

FARE Special Collection Fee 19% ZFAR1 STATE 1,441.41$         1,441.41$    

FARE Delinquency Fee $35.00 ZFAR2 STATE 1,003.57$         1,003.57$    

Game and Fish - Wildlife ZGF STATE 100.00$            5.00$                   95.00$          

HURF 1 28-5438, 2533C ZHRF1 STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

HURF 3 28-5433C, 4139 ZHRF3 STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

HURF - to DPS ZHRFD STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

Prison Construction Fund ZPCOF STATE 3,785.38$         189.27$               3,596.11$    

Registrar of Contractors ZRCA STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

State Highway Fund ZSHWY STATE 40.00$              2.00$                   38.00$          

State Highway Work Zone Fund ZSHWZ STATE 40.00$              2.00$                   38.00$          

Display Suspended Plates (DPS) ZSLPD STATE 152.68$            7.63$                   145.05$       

State Photo Enforcement Base Fine ZSPBF STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

State Photo Enforcement Clean Election Surcharge ZSPCE STATE -$                  -$                     -$             

Bad Check Program - County Attorney ZBAD COUNTY ATTY 628.87$            628.87$       

HURF - to Sheriff's Office 28-5533G ZHRFS SHERIFF -$                  -$                     -$             

Display Suspended Plates (Sheriff's Office) ZSLPS SHERIFF 300.00$            15.00$                 285.00$       

HURF - to City Police ZHRFC CITY POLICE -$                  -$                     -$             

Display Suspended Plates (City Police) ZSLPC CITY POLICE 8.83$                0.44$                   8.39$            

TOTALS 51,205.33$       2,057.88$            49,147.45$  

49,147.45$  

DATE CHECK NO. AMOUNT MONTHLY REMITTANCE TO:

12/5/11 4504 42,798.57$             GILA COUNTY TREASURER

4505 7,484.50$               ARIZONA STATE TREASURER

4506 628.87$                  GILA COUNTY BAD CHECK PROGRAM

4507 285.00$                  SHERIFF SUSPENDED PLATES AND HURF

4508 8.39$                      CITY POLICE SUSPENDED PLATES AND HURF

51,205.33$                 TOTAL DISTRIBUTIONS THIS MONTH

I, DOROTHY A. LITTLE, Gila County Justice of the Peace, do hereby certify this is a true and correct copy of the funds collected by Payson Justice Court for NOVEMBER, 2011.

___________________________________

DOROTHY A. LITTLE

Gila County Justice of the Peace

TOTAL ADJUSTED BALANCE VERIFICATION



   

ARF-1036       5- K             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Reporting
Period:

Payson Regional Constable Monthly Report for December 2011

Submitted For: Colt White Submitted By: Colt White,
Payson
Regional
Constable,
Constable -
Payson

Information
Subject
Payson Regional Constable Monthly Report for December 2011

Suggested Motion
Approval of the December 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted by
the Payson Regional Constable.

Attachments
Payson Regional Constable's Office Monthy Report for December, 2011























































   

ARF-1039       5- L             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Reporting
Period:

Recorder's Office Monthly Report for November 2011

Submitted For: Sadie Dalton Submitted By: Sadie Dalton,
Recorder,
Recorder's
Office

Information
Subject
Recorder's Office Monthly Report for November 2011.

Suggested Motion
Approval of the November 2011 monthly departmental activity report submitted by the
Recorder's Office.

Attachments
Recorder's Office Monthly Report for November 2011



















   

ARF-1050       5- M             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Reporting
Period:

April 26, 2011, and July 5, 2011, BOS Meeting Minutes

Submitted For: Marilyn Brewer, Deputy Clerk, BOS Submitted By: Marilyn
Brewer,
Deputy Clerk,
BOS, Clerk of
the Board of
Supervisors

Information
Subject
April 26, 2011, and July 5, 2011, BOS Meeting Minutes

Suggested Motion
Approval of the April 26, 2011, and July 5, 2011, BOS meeting minutes.

Attachments
04-26-11 BOS Meeting Minutes
07-05-11 BOS Meeting Minutes
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  April 26, 2011 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR      JOHN F. NELSON 
Chairman        Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN      By: Marilyn Brewer 
Vice-Chairman             Deputy Clerk 
 
SHIRLEY L. DAWSON      Gila County Courthouse 
Member        Globe, Arizona 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via phone conferencing); Shirley L. Dawson, Supervisor; Don McDaniel, Jr., 
County Manager; and Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk. 
 
Item 1 – Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a work session at 10:00 a.m. this 
date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  Michael Pastor led the Pledge 
of Allegiance. 
 

 Item 2 - Presentation/Discussion regarding the Boards, Commissions, and 
Committees Report and an analysis and evaluation of each BC&C’s 
current status of compliance with applicable statutes, laws, policies and 
procedures.  

 
 Don McDaniel, County Manager, advised that over the last few months the 

Board of Supervisors began a review of information pertaining to all boards, 
commissions and committees, which are under the purview of the Board of 
Supervisors.  A notebook entitled Gila County Boards, Commissions and 
Committees (BC&C) has been compiled for this information.  The Gila County 
Industrial Development Authority was reviewed last.  Today the Board would 
review the following:  Gila County Board of Adjustment and Appeals; Gila 
County Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board; Gila County Planning and 
Zoning Commission; and Gila County Regional Design Review Committee, 
which are overseen by the Community Development Division; Gila County 
Community Action Advisory Board and the Gila-Pinal Workforce Investment 
Board, which are overseen by the Community Services Division; and various 
committees/commissions which are associated with the use of the Gila County 
Fairgrounds. 
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 Mr. McDaniel provided a compliance checklist for the Board of Adjustments 
and Appeals, which he reviewed with the Board, as follows: 
1)  Name:  Board of Adjustment and Appeals 
2)  Gila County Staff Liaison:  Community Development Division Director 
3)  Legal basis for establishment:  Created per A.R.S. §11-807 

• Date of creation:  September 8, 1959 
• Bylaws:  N/A 
• Charter:  N/A 
• Legal counsel:  County Attorney  

4)  Assigned areas of responsibility:  Consider variances to zoning regulations 
and any appeals to an interpretation of the zoning regulations that a citizen 
feels is not proper 
5)  Membership:  5 members 

• Terms of office:  4 years 
• Appointing authority:  Board of Supervisors 

6)  Meeting schedule:  Meet on a regular basis as posted and advertised 
• Location:  Most meetings are in Globe and occasionally in Payson 

7)  Meeting legal posting and advertising:  Required by law 
8)  Meeting agendas:  Required by law 
9)  Meeting minutes:  Required by law 
10) Funding sources:  Board of Supervisors 

• Amounts:  $6,000 in the County General Fund for reimbursement for 
travel and meals* 

11) Significant actions and accomplishments:  Zoning variances and 
interpretations 
12)  Notes:  None 
* Mr. McDaniel noted that a total of $6,000 is available for 3 of the BC&Cs 
combined under the purview of the Community Development Division, not 
$6,000 for each one. 

 
 Next Mr. McDaniel provided a compliance checklist for the Building Safety 

Advisory and Appeals Board, which he reviewed with the Board, as follows: 
1)  Name:  Building Safety Advisory and Appeals Board 
2)  Gila County Staff Liaison:  Community Development Division Deputy 
Director 
3)  Legal basis for establishment:  Created per A.R.S. §11-862 

• Date of creation:  October 23, 2007 
• Bylaws:  N/A  
• Charter:  N/A 
• Legal counsel:  County Attorney  

4)  Assigned areas of responsibility:  Hear appeals to the Building Official’s 
decision; can assign alternate methods of handling building code requirements 
5)  Membership:  5-7 with specific construction-related disciplines 

• Terms of office:  4 years 
• Appointing authority:  Board of Supervisors 
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6)  Meeting schedule:  As noted and posted 
• Location:  Globe, Payson and Tonto Basin 

7)  Meeting legal posting and advertising:  Required by law 
8)  Meeting agendas:  Required by law 
9)  Meeting minutes:  Required by law 
10) Funding sources:  Board of Supervisors  

• Amounts:  Amounts:  $6,000 in the County General Fund for 
reimbursement for travel and meals* 

11) Significant actions and accomplishments:  Adopted Energy Efficiency 
Chapter in the Building Code; also reviewing updating the Code from a 2003 
version to a 2009 or even a 2012 version 
12)  Notes:  None 
* Mr. McDaniel noted that a total of $6,000 is available for 3 of the BC&Cs 
combined under the purview of the Community Development Division, not 
$6,000 for each one. 

 
 Mr. McDaniel then provided a compliance checklist for the Planning and 

Zoning Commission, which he reviewed with the Board, as follows: 
1)  Name:  Planning and Zoning Commission 
2)  Gila County Staff Liaison:  Community Development Division Director 
3)  Legal basis for establishment:  Created per A.R.S. §11-802 

• Date of creation:  September 8, 1959 
• Bylaws:  N/A  
• Charter:  N/A 
• Legal counsel:  County Attorney  

4)  Assigned areas of responsibility:  Advise and recommend development- 
related matters to the Board of Supervisors.  It is an extension of the Board for 
the purpose of assisting with anything related to development, building, zoning, 
master plans, etc.  
5)  Membership:  9 – 3 from each supervisorial district 

• Terms of office:  4 years 
• Appointing authority:  Board of Supervisors 

6)  Meeting schedule:  Third Thursday of each month; noticed and posted. 
• Location:  Globe and Payson 

7)  Meeting legal posting and advertising:  Required by law 
8)  Meeting agendas:  Required by law 
9)  Meeting minutes:  Required by law 
10) Funding sources:  Board of Supervisors  

• Amounts:  Amounts:  $6,000 in the County General Fund for 
reimbursement for travel and meals* 

11) Significant actions and accomplishments:  LURPP, Medical Marijuana 
12)  Notes:  None 
* Mr. McDaniel noted that a total of $6,000 is available for 3 of the BC&Cs 
combined under the purview of the Community Development Division, not 
$6,000 for each one. 
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 The last item for review under the Community Development Division was the 
Regional Design Review Committee for which Mr. McDaniel provided a 
compliance checklist as follows:   
1)  Name:  Regional Design Review Committee 
2)  Gila County Staff Liaison:  Community Development Division Director 
3)  Legal basis for establishment:  Created per A.R.S. and Gila County Board of 
Supervisors’ Resolution No. 08-12-01 

• Date of creation:  December 2, 2008 
• Bylaws:  N/A  
• Charter:  N/A 
• Legal counsel:  County Attorney, City of Globe Attorney & Town of Miami 

Attorney 
4)  Assigned areas of responsibility:  Design review advisory to the Planning 
and Zoning Administrator 
5)  Membership:  3 Representatives from each:  Gila County, City of Globe and 
Town of Miami 

• Terms of office:  4 years; Chairmen for 1 year 
• Appointing authority:  Each agency appoints 3 

6)  Meeting schedule:  As needed 
• Location:  Depends on project location  

7)  Meeting legal posting and advertising:  Required by law 
8)  Meeting agendas:  Required by law 
9)  Meeting minutes:  Required by law 
10) Funding sources:  None 

• Amounts:  N/A 
11) Significant actions and accomplishments:  Design review guidelines for the 
Highway 60/70 Corridor 
12)  Notes:  None 

 
 Mr. McDaniel provided a compliance checklist for the Community Action 

Advisory Board, which he reviewed with the Board, as follows: 
1)  Name:  Community Action Advisory Board 
2)  Gila County Staff Liaison:  Community Services Division Director 
3)  Legal basis for establishment:  Federal and Arizona Department of 
Economic Security requirement 

• Date of creation: Unknown 
• Bylaws:  Yes – Not provided 
• Charter:  N/A 
• Legal counsel:  County Attorney 

4)  Assigned areas of responsibility:  Not provided 
5)  Membership:  9 County citizens - 3 per supervisorial district 

• Terms of office:  2 years 
• Appointing authority:  Board of Supervisors  - 3 per supervisorial district 

6)  Meeting schedule:  Quarterly 
• Location:  Various locations in the County 
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7)  Meeting legal posting and advertising:  Not provided 
8)  Meeting agendas:  Not provided 
9)  Meeting minutes:  Not provided 
10) Funding sources:  Not provided  
11) Significant actions and accomplishments:  Not provided 
12)  Notes:  Staff will follow up to obtain and provide this missing information 

 
 Mr. McDaniel then provided a compliance checklist for the Gila/Pinal 

Workforce Investment Board (WIB), which he reviewed with the Board, as 
follows: 
1)  Name:  Gila/Pinal Workforce Investment Board 
2)  Gila County Staff Liaison:  Community Services Division Director 
3)  Legal basis for establishment:  Workforce Investment Act of 1998, Arizona 
Revised Statutes and Board of Supervisors’ Resolution 

• Date of creation:  July 1, 2000 
• Bylaws:  Yes – Not provided 
• Charter:  N/A 
• Legal counsel:  Gila County and Pinal County Attorneys 

4)  Assigned areas of responsibility:  Workforce training and vocational 
rehabilitation and reentering workers into the workforce that have been 
dislocated for various reasons such as layoffs, change in industry, etc. 
5)  Membership:  14 from Gila County; similar from Pinal County  

• Terms of office:  4 years 
• Appointing authority:  Board of Supervisors from Gila and Pinal Counties 

6)  Meeting schedule:  Quarterly 
• Location:  Various locations in Gila and Pinal Counties 

7)  Meeting legal posting and advertising:  Required by law 
8)  Meeting agendas:  Required by law 
9)  Meeting minutes:  Required by law  
10) Funding sources:  Workforce Investment Act (WIA) Title 1B; Arizona 
Department of Economic Security 

• Amounts:  $2,358,000 (2010) 
11) Significant actions and accomplishments:  Met or exceeded 15 of 15 
performance measures 
12)  Notes:  None 
Supervisor Dawson stated that when she was working on the Job Corps 
project, there were many questions about the activity of the WIB, which she 
believes should be reviewed.  Supervisor Dawson stated, “I know some of our 
reps and some of our legislative people have questions about what Gila/Pinal 
was doing.  A lot is going on in Pinal and maybe we need to pay a little bit more 
attention to what’s going on in Gila County with it because Pinal will grab all 
that they can and they know I would say that.  It’s really easy to have a One-
Stop Center when you are in Pinal County and have Casa Grande sitting there 
providing assistance and coordination and leadership, and the same with 
Central Arizona Association of Governments (CAAG)...So I just think this is one 
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area where we probably, in a long-term plan, need to be looking at ‘Can we get 
this more active in Gila County?’ or things will continue to migrate to the 
fastest-growing county in Arizona.”  Mr. McDaniel stated that it was his 
understanding that the funds, even though they come to the entire WIB, are 
based on Gila and Pinal County’s populations and the funds are spent in the 
same ratio in the counties in which they are being brought in.  Upon inquiry by 
Chairman Pastor if the $2.358 million (noted above) are the total funds coming 
to Gila County, Mr. McDaniel replied that the $2.358 million is for both Gila 
and Pinal Counties.  Supervisor Dawson stated, “My experience has been and I 
watched this particularly with the One-Stop, if you ask the Arizona Department 
of Economic Security where is a One-Stop shop in Gila County, I’m not sure 
you will get a clear answer.  There is a humongous One-Stop Center 
established in Casa Grande.  I think we have room to improve in this one and 
the only way we’re going to do it is by active coordination with CAAG and 
everybody saying ‘we are ready to work on this.’  So even though it is a per 
capita division of funds, if you don’t use it or innovate something it will go 
away.  It will end up not equally dispersed.”  Mr. McDaniel stated, “It sounds 
like we should invite them for a presentation and update because a lot of it 
may just be a lack of information and that would provide an opportunity to give 
direction as well.”  Supervisor Dawson stated, “And maybe there’s something 
we can do to help develop better services.”  Chairman Pastor stated, “I know 
through the CAAG structure, we have a supervisor from Pinal County who is 
very involved in it.  His whole plan of attack is Pinal County is becoming the 
next biggest county and the fastest growing and why should we partner with 
Gila County on CAAG?”  He noted that Gila County is not trying to break away 
and become independent.  Vice-Chairman Martin stated, “We’re about the 
smallest growing county and we’re partnered with the largest growing county 
and I think it might be time for us to try to find a new home; that we might be 
better served with some small county or with a group of small counties.  It’s 
like everything else that we’re doing in Arizona.  I’m not sure that structure 
serves the ones it’s supposed to be serving well.  I think we do take the hind 
seat in this area.”  Supervisor Dawson noted that a good example was when 
Community Bridges was looking at locating in Gila County and it was almost 
located in Casa Grande.  She felt it was because the County wasn’t on top of it.  
Vice-Chairman Martin stated, “...I think we only should truly think about 
reconfiguring or asking to be some kind of configuration with somebody else.  I 
think we will continue to play second fiddle as long as we are attached to Pinal 
County.  To me the hand writing is on the wall.  It is CAAG in this instance and 
any instance with the County.  I think it’s time we stepped up and partnered 
up with some other configuration...”  Supervisor Dawson stated that the 
metropolitan areas per capita can deliver services much more economically 
than rural counties.  She does not believe that CAAG recognizes that fact and 
when distributing the money per capita it is not being fair.  In job-related 
services, Gila County cannot do the training in Globe as economically as it can 
be done in Casa Grande and that is merely because Casa Grande has more 
professional faculty.  She stated, “We need to fight that battle and the WIB is 
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one of the places where we need to say, ‘Well, wait a minute.’”  Supervisor 
Dawson stated that she discussed this topic with the Pinal County Supervisor 
when he was saying ‘we just need to change CAAG.’  Supervisor Dawson didn’t 
think that could be done without state legislative action or at the governor’s 
direction and she stated “We need to be prepared and be looking at how is this 
restructuring and what is a fair restructure?”  Vice-Chairman Martin agreed 
and added, “I think we need to be proactive; we need to initiate that 
conversation.”  She questioned whether there is still a need for CAAG and if it 
is still a valid layer of government or not.  Vice-Chairman Martin stated, “It’s 
one of the many areas that I think we need to take a real hard look.”  Mr. 
McDaniel stated, “It’s somewhat akin to redistricting in the sense that the 
federal government requires the creation and establishment of the councils of 
government around each state around the country and it’s for distribution of 
federal finds as the primary purpose, the distribution of need, etc. so we 
couldn’t unilaterally change being a member of CAAG, but we could initiate the 
process of realigning the district boundaries of CAAG to allow Pinal if they 
would like to go join the big boys and then allow the reestablishment of  
perhaps an Eastern Arizona Council of Governments.  That’s a process that we 
could initiate based on what we feel is our need and maybe even consistent 
with what is happening in Pinal County and their real need to continue to be 
proud of the fact that they are the fastest growing, which doesn’t speak to how 
well they are growing or what’s turning out, but they are definitely the fastest.  
So we’ll give them that and let them go ahead and grow.  And it’s true that the 
needs are different in the more urban areas than they are of the more rural, so 
that would be justification for initiating on our part, initiating some sort of 
study at the state level to realign this council of governments and maybe put 
us somewhere else.”  Mr. McDaniel also reminded the Board that the WIB has 
stated that the Gila/Pinal Workforce Investment Area has met or exceeded 15 
of the 15 federally-required performance measures, which is something the 
WIB should feel proud; however, he believes that people should have 
questioned the number of people that have been reemployed; the number of 
people that have been trained; and the number of people who have yet to 
receive much-needed assistance because they are currently unemployed.  He 
wants to know the real measurements of the Workforce Area’s 
accomplishments rather than knowing whether the Area has met all of its 
performance measures.  Mr. McDaniel believes this is an opportunity to relook 
at the WIB’s goals and objectives and whether they are being met, so he will 
track this issue.  

  
 Mr. McDaniel stated that the final group to be reviewed was labeled as the Gila 

County Fairgrounds; however, it should more appropriately be called the Gila 
County Fair and Racing Commission because it is the over-arching group with 
4 major committees under it as shown in the organizational chart as follows:  
Gila County Horse Racing Committee; Gila County Fair Committee, Gila 
County Rodeo Committee and the Gila County Motor Sports Facility 
Committee.  He advised that there are subgroups under some of those but 
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essentially those are the 4 committees under the Gila County Fair and Racing 
Commission. 

 
 Mr. McDaniel provided a compliance checklist for the Gila County Fair and 

Racing Commission, which he reviewed with the Board, as follows: 
1)  Name:  Gila County Fair and Racing Commission 
2)  Gila County Staff Liaison:  None 
3)  Legal basis for establishment:  Not provided 

• Date of creation:  Not provided 
• Bylaws:  Not provided 
• Charter:  Not provided 
• Legal counsel:  Not provided 

4)  Assigned areas of responsibility:  Not available 
5)  Membership:  Organizational charts with names provided 

• Terms of office:  4 years 
• Appointing authority:  Not provided; self perpetuating 

6)  Meeting schedule:  Not provided 
• Location:  Not provided 

7)  Meeting legal posting and advertising:  Not provided 
8)  Meeting agendas:  None 
9)  Meeting minutes:  None 
10) Funding sources:  N/A 

• Amounts:  N/A 
11) Significant actions and accomplishments:  Fairs, rodeos, motor sports 
12)  Notes:  None 
 

 Mr. McDaniel stated that it was difficult to obtain the information about this 
Commission and all of the associated Committees due in part because 100% of 
the commission and committee members are comprised of volunteers.  He also 
noted that the liaison with the County was lax so many of the records have 
gone the way of the volunteers and could not be located.  It was learned 
recently that there may be some other avenues to help find some of this 
information.  He stated that the Clerk of the Board of Supervisors Department 
provided minutes from 2006, which proves that the Board met with the Fair 
and Racing Commission and Committees and had a lengthy discussion about 
their accomplishments, how they were organized and what they were doing.  So 
there may be some contacts to enable Mr. McDaniel to proceed in obtaining 
additional information.  He stated that the minutes reflect a discussion with 
Bob Boice, who apparently is known as the father or grandfather of everything 
Fairgrounds-related, because he was involved in the purchase or accepting the 
180 acres of land from the state of Arizona in 1964, which is used as the 
County Fairgrounds.  This was followed by the establishment of horse racing as 
the first activity this group wanted to implement.  Mr. Boice also stated that in 
attending various state meetings, all of the other county horse races were run 
by paid employees of each county; however, because the Gila County horse 
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races were run by an all-volunteer group, it enabled the savings of a lot of 
funding that would have gone to salaries that could actually be put back into 
the programs.  In summary, the Fairgrounds activities are overseen by 
volunteers, who, for the most part, are able to solicit funds for all of the 
activities.  He stated, “I know the County does contribute funds to them on a 
regular basis, but it apparently doesn’t cover much of their cost.”  He also 
believes the Board should meet with the Fair and Racing Commission to 
determine whether the County can’t help them develop.  He stated, “...because 
what we don’t have we can, for example, if we can’t find a record of them being 
created by the Board, the Board can take action and create a Fair and Racing 
Commission and get it on the record legally by resolution.”  Chairman Pastor 
noted that in reviewing the organizational chart, he believes the Horse Racing 
Committee has now been disbanded, per a letter from Floyd Livingood, because 
of state budget cutting.  Supervisor Dawson also stated that a motorcycle 
racing group (not to be confused with the go-karts group, which are approved 
and insured) has taken over a whole canyon area at the Fairgrounds and she 
inquired if this group was insured.  Chairman Pastor stated that he did not 
remember a request coming to the Board for use of the land from any 
motorcycle group.  Mr. McDaniel stated that he would follow up on this 
concern.  Chairman Pastor noted that the Fair Committee began notifying the 
Board of its meetings and there have been several meetings with the Rodeo 
Committee.  Chairman Pastor also noted that prison help is utilized to help 
prepare the rodeo grounds during the annual County Fair, so although it is 
handled by all volunteers, the County does contribute.  He felt that a follow-up 
meeting might be necessary to ensure that everything is being done legally.  
Mr. McDaniel suggested that staff meet with the committees to collect 
additional information, provide that information to the Board, and then invite 
the Fair and Racing Commission and its committees to meet with the Board to 
establish some system of regular reporting either to staff or by reports to the 
Board to ensure that the Board is aware of all the activities and perhaps hold 
annual meetings.  Chairman Pastor inquired if the functions held at the 
Fairgrounds are insured under the County’s insurance umbrella or if each has 
its own insurance.  Mr. McDaniel advised that each group must provide its own 
certificate of insurance naming Gila County as the additional insured.  
Chairman Pastor then inquired if the 180-acre Fairground facility belongs to 
the state or the County because there have been prior discussions as to who 
owns it and how it is managed.  Mr. McDaniel replied that it belongs to Gila 
County.  Supervisor Dawson stated that members of the Fair and Racing 
Commission previously stated that the land is state land with Gila County 
having it, but with deed restrictions.  She stated, “Specifically when the state of 
Arizona was looking at expanding that state prison, I was suggesting land 
where now we have a roping arena, almost simultaneously suggesting that land 
could be used for prison expansion.  Suddenly a donated roping arena went up 
to show that that land was being used and it expanded.”  Supervisor Dawson 
stated to Vice-Chairman Martin, “Maybe you’ll recall the time that we were 
talking about putting in something out there and a clause in the deed was that 
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if we did anything like that, we had to buy it from the state of Arizona.  If it was 
used for anything other than the Fairgrounds, we would have to pay fair 
market value and purchase the land.  Do you recall that?”  Vice-Chairman 
Martin stated that she did.  Vice-Chairman Martin further stated, “I think this 
should be called the Southern Gila County Fairgrounds.  There’s not a person 
on there (the Fair and Racing Commission) that I appointed.  There’s not 
anybody up here that uses that facility.  They may do all the things that they 
say they do, but we put $200,000 out to keep that facility open for folks to 
come play there.  One of my questions is, ‘Are we going to really have a Gila 
County Fair and Racing Commission or Fair Commission?’  Lately it looks to 
me like it’s pretty defunct...We have 4 days of a fair and 2 weekends of a race 
and we hold it open 24/7.  It looks to be like if we are looking for places to save 
money, we ought to shutter that thing until it’s time for an event, and if the 
event doesn’t cover the cost of opening it and keeping it open during the time of 
the event, we should have a hard look at that.  I mean we obsess over 2-3 cell 
phones and yet we let this run year after year.  It just infuriates me to think 
about what’s going on here, what continues to go on here and we need to take 
a good hard look as to what we want to go on here.  Yes, we have that land so 
it’s available for fairs and public use at what cost?  Where is a figure that 
shows me how much money comes in from these events?  The fact is that the 
$10,000 that they take in, we waive in fees by not charging them for the use of 
it.”  Supervisor Dawson stated that she also had a lot of questions about the 
cost of year-round operations of the Fairgrounds and having staff out there 5 
days a week.  Vice-Chairman Martin stated that staff is out there 5days a week; 
however, the events happen on the weekends, so staff is either paid comp time 
or overtime to be present at the Fairgrounds for the events.  Supervisor 
Dawson agreed and stated that she does not believe the Board has ever 
received a real picture of the costs of operating the Fairgrounds and believes 
that the Board should have a real in-depth financial reporting of what it costs 
to operate the entire facility.  She stated that a lot of good activities and events 
take place at the Fairgrounds and, in particular, the meeting room; however, 
whether it warrants a 24/7 weekly budget is another matter.  She believes 
there is room for improvement on the program and it needs to be studied more 
closely.  Chairman Pastor stated that Mr. McDaniel has indicated that he will 
get with the committees and start researching some of the background 
information and put it together for the Board.  Vice-Chairman Martin stated, 
“Other than background, Mr. Chairman, I would like to see how much they 
make and how much they pay and how much we subsidize them.  I honestly 
think that we need to take a look at shuttering the place until there are events 
and can those events pay for opening it up or something like that?...I can see 
having a night watchman for some kind of monitoring on those facilities, but 
I’m sure we don’t need 5-6 folks out there with every bell, whistle, tool, gadget, 
4-wheeler, you name it, running around.  I just think this is one of those places 
that we need, that we are being derelict in what we are doing.”  Chairman 
Pastor stated that he thinks it would be a good idea to evaluate the County’s 
functions and possibly the volunteers’ functions for using the facility and have 
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costs provided in order to know if it is cheaper to shut down the facilities.  He 
would also like to know the costs to just open the facility for certain activities 
like the fair, rodeo and go-carting, etc.  Mr. McDaniel stated, “Certainly that 
approach is not without precedence.  Other fair facilities are not open 24/7, 
365 days per year.”  Supervisor Dawson stated that she would like this to be 
handled by County management rather than it becoming a political ball game.  
She continued, “I certainly respect the people who have for a century been 
dedicated to the Gila County Fairgrounds, but we need to look at the 
economics of this and it shouldn’t be politically motivated.”  Supervisor Pastor 
agreed that it was something the Board should review.  Mr. McDaniel stated 
that he would follow up on same.  Vice-Chairman Martin inquired if perhaps 
there was a way for a non-profit organization to be formed and have the non-
profit organization take over running the Fairgrounds.  Chairman Pastor stated 
that was probably something that would have to be answered by the County 
Attorney’s Office as to the legalities of transferring it to another party.  Vice-
Chairman Martin stated that she believes the Board should also review what 
the Gila County Fairgrounds means for Gila County and have it used for a 
centralized fair to serve the entire County because currently there are several 
other individual fairs held throughout the County such as in Payson and 
Young.  Chairman Pastor stated that Mr. McDaniel would follow up on all of 
the issues discussed today which pertain to the Fairgrounds.  No action was 
taken by the Board. 

  
 There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 

Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 11:20 a.m. 
 

APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk 
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BOARD OF SUPERVISORS MINUTES 
GILA COUNTY, ARIZONA 

 
Date:  July 5, 2011 
 
MICHAEL A. PASTOR      JOHN F. NELSON 
Chairman        Clerk of the Board 
 
TOMMIE C. MARTIN      By: Marilyn Brewer 
Vice-Chairman             Deputy Clerk 
 
SHIRLEY L. DAWSON      Gila County Courthouse 
Member        Globe, Arizona 
____________________________________________________________________________ 
 
PRESENT:  Michael A. Pastor, Chairman; Tommie C. Martin, Vice-Chairman 
(via ITV conferencing); Shirley L. Dawson, Supervisor (by phone conference); 
Don McDaniel, Jr., County Manager; John Nelson, Deputy County 
Manager/Clerk; Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk; and Bryan Chambers, 
Chief Deputy County Attorney. 
 
Item 1 – Call to Order – Pledge of Allegiance – Invocation 
 
The Gila County Board of Supervisors met in a regular session at 10:00 a.m. 
this date in the Board of Supervisors hearing room.  Kaycee Stratton led the 
Pledge of Allegiance and Reverend Dan Morton of the First Christian Church in 
Globe delivered the invocation.   
 
There were no presentations, public hearings or regular agenda items for this 
meeting, so the Chairman moved directly to the Consent Agenda items.   
 
Item 2 – CONSENT AGENDA ACTION ITEMS: 

 
 2A.  Approval of a Service Agreement between the Humane Society of 

Central Arizona, Inc. and Gila County for impound services at a cost of 
$2,600 per month for the period July 1, 2009, through June 30, 2012.    

 
 2B.  Approval of a FY2012 Intergovernmental Agreement between the 

Arizona Game and Fish Commission and the Gila County Sheriff's Office 
to provide for continued boating safety patrol by Sheriff's deputies on 
Roosevelt Lake for the period July 1, 2011, to June 30, 2012.   

 
 2C.  Approval of Extension of Intergovernmental Agreement (IGA) between 

Yavapai County and Gila County for Restoration to Competency Services 
from July 1, 2011, for an additional year, to expire on June 30, 2012, 
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under the same terms and conditions as set forth in the original IGA 
between the parties.  

 
 2D. Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the following documents 

for a 36-month lease of one (1) Kyocera TA-420i Solution P1 Copier: 1) an 
SLG Commercial Pricing Agreement at a cost of $178.32 per month and 
an Amendment to Equipment Lease Agreement, both between Gila County 
(Sheriff's Office) and Kyocera Mita America, Inc.; and 2) a Sales Order in 
the amount of $178.32 per month for 36 months totaling $6,419.52 and a 
Maintenance Agreement/Terms & Agreement at a cost of $0.0045 per 
copy, both between Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Digital Imaging (all 
contracts through Mohave Contract No. 10I-KMAI-0217); said copier to be 
used for the Gila County Sheriff's Office, Roosevelt Sub-Station, and the 
contracts will become effective upon County receipt of equipment.  

 
 2E.  Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the following 

documents for a 36-month lease of one (1) Kyocera TA-300i Solution P2 
Copier: 1) an SLG Commercial Pricing Agreement at a cost of $137.29 per 
month and an Amendment to Equipment Lease Agreement, both between 
Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Kyocera Mita America, Inc.; and 2) a 
Sales Order in the amount of $137.29 per month for 36 months totaling 
$4,942.44 and a Maintenance Agreement/Terms & Agreement at a cost of 
$0.0045 per copy, both between Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Digital 
Imaging (all contracts through Mohave Contract No. 10I-KMAI-0217); said 
copier to be used for the Gila County Sheriff's Office, Control Room, and 
the contracts will become effective upon County receipt of equipment.  

 
 2F.  Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the following 

documents for a 36-month lease of one (1) Kyocera TA-420i Solution P0 
Copier: 1) an SLG Commercial Pricing Agreement at a cost of $154.81 per 
month and an Amendment to Equipment Lease Agreement, both between 
Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Kyocera Mita America, Inc.; and 2) a 
Sales Order in the amount of $154.81 per month for 36 months totaling 
$5,573.16 and a Maintenance Agreement/Terms & Agreement at a cost of 
$0.0045 per copy, both between Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Digital 
Imaging (all contracts through Mohave Contract No. 10I-KMAI-0217); said 
copier to be used for the Gila County Sheriff's Office, Payson Jail, and the 
contracts will become effective upon County receipt of equipment.  

 
 2G.  Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the following 

documents for a 36-month lease of one (1) Kyocera TA-420i Solution P1 
Copier: 1) an SLG Commercial Pricing Agreement at a cost of $154.53 per 
month and an Amendment to Equipment Lease Agreement, both between 
Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Kyocera Mita America, Inc.; and 2) a 
Sales Order in the amount of $154.53 per month for 36 months totaling 
$5,563.08 and a Maintenance Agreement/Terms & Agreement at a cost of 
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$0.0045 per copy, both between Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Digital 
Imaging (all contracts through Mohave Contract No. 10I-KMAI-0217); said 
copier to be used for the Gila County Sheriff's Administration 
Office (Globe) and the contracts will become effective upon County receipt 
of equipment.  

 
 2H.  Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the following 

documents for a 36-month lease of one (1) Kyocera TA-4550ci 
Solution Color Copier: 1) an SLG Commercial Pricing Agreement at a cost 
of $277.41 per month and an Amendment to Equipment Lease 
Agreement, both between Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Kyocera Mita 
America, Inc.; and 2) a Sales Order in the amount of $277.41 per month 
for 36 months totaling $9,986.76 and a Maintenance Agreement/Terms & 
Agreement at a cost of $0.009 B&W and $0.0450 Color per copy, both 
between Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Digital Imaging (all contracts 
through Mohave Contract No. 10I-KMAI-0217); said copier to be used for 
the Gila County Sheriff's Administration Office (Globe) and the contracts 
will become effective upon County receipt of equipment.  

 
 2I.   Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the following documents 

for a 36-month lease of one (1) Kyocera TA-300i Solution P0 Copier: 1) an 
SLG Commercial Pricing Agreement at a cost of $140.83 per month and 
an Amendment to Equipment Lease Agreement, both between Gila County 
(Sheriff's Office) and Kyocera Mita America, Inc.; and 2) a Sales Order in 
the amount of $140.83 per month for 36 months totaling $5,069.88 and a 
Maintenance Agreement/Terms & Agreement at a cost of $0.0045 per 
copy, both between Gila County (Sheriff's Office) and Digital Imaging (all 
contracts through Mohave Contract No. 10I-KMAI-0217); said copier to be 
used for the Gila County Sheriff's Office, Task Force, and the contracts 
will become effective upon County receipt of equipment.  

 
 2J.  Authorization of the Chairman's signature on the following documents 

for a 36-month lease of one (1) Kyocera TA-4550ci color copier: 1) an SLG 
Commercial Pricing Agreement at a cost of $294.35 per month and an 
Amendment to Equipment Lease Agreement, both between Gila County 
(Sheriff's Office) and Kyocera Mita America, Inc.; and 2) a Sales Order in 
the amount of $294.35 per month for 36 months totaling $10,596.60 and 
a Maintenance Agreement/Terms & Agreement at a cost of $0.009 B&W 
and $0.0450 color per copy, both between Gila County (Sheriff's Office) 
and Digital Imaging (all contracts through Mohave Contract No. 10I-KMAI-
0217); said copier to be used for the Gila County Sheriff's Administration 
Office (Payson) and the contracts will become effective upon County 
receipt of equipment.  

 
 2K.  Approval of the May 2011 monthly departmental activity report 

submitted by the Recorder's Office.  
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 2L. Approval of the May 2011 monthly departmental activity report 

submitted by the Globe Regional Justice of the Peace. 
 

 2M.  Approval of the Human Resources report for the week of July 5, 
2011. 
 
Hires to County Service: 
1. Candy Bell – Human Resources and Library Services – Human Resources 

and Library Services Assistant – 07/18/11 – Human Resources and Library 
Services General Funds – Additional work required from Human Resources 
and Library Services Departments  

Temporary Hires to County Service: 
2.  William R. Flower – Globe Regional Justice Court – Temporary Justice of 

the Peace Pro Tem – 05/01/11 – General Fund  
Department Transfer
3.  Deloris Rascon – Probation – From Juvenile Detention Officer – To 

Juvenile Detention Shift Supervisor – 06/20/11 – General Fund 

: 

End Probationary Period
4.  Jennifer Caster – Probation – Administrative Clerk Senior – 06/20/11 – 

Juvenile Intensive Probation Fund  

: 

Position Review
5.  Nicole Chase – County Attorney – From Legal Secretary – To Legal Secretary 

Sr. – 06/13/11 – Change in title and grade due to promotion plan 

: 

Request Permission to Post
6.  Public Works Fairgrounds – Building and Grounds Maintenance Worker – 
Vacated by Marion Faubush – Vacated on February 28, 2011  

: 

7.  Administrative Services – Administrative Clerk – Vacated by Virginia 
Mounce – Vacated on April 22, 2011  
SHERIFF’S PERSONNEL ACTION ITEMS 
Departure from County Service: 
8.   Shadow Bryant – Sheriff’s Office – Detention Officer – 06/13/11 – General 

Fund – DOH 06/13/11 – Declined position due to prior obligations  
 

 2N. Approval of finance reports/demands/transfers for the week of July 5, 
2011.  

$512,232.44 was disbursed for County expenses by check numbers 238235 
through 238358.  (An itemized list of disbursements is permanently on file 
in the Board of Supervisors’ Office.)   

Upon motion by Vice Chairman Martin, seconded by Supervisor Dawson, the 
Board unanimously approved Consent Agenda action items 2A-2N.   
 
Item 3 - CALL TO THE PUBLIC:  Call to the Public is held for public 
benefit to allow individuals to address issue(s) within the Board’s 
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jurisdiction.  Board members may not discuss items that are not 
specifically identified on the agenda.  Therefore, pursuant to Arizona 
Revised Statute §38-431.01(G), action taken as a result of public 
comment will be limited to directing staff to study the matter, responding 
to criticism, or scheduling the matter for further discussion and decision 
at a future date. 
 
There were no requests to speak from the public.   
 
Item 4 - At any time during this meeting pursuant to A.R.S. §38-
431.02(K), members of the Board of Supervisors and the Chief 
Administrator may present a brief summary of current events.  No action 
may be taken on issues presented. 
 
Each Board member and Don McDaniel, County Manager, presented 
information on current events.  Mr. McDaniel also introduced Michael 
O’Driscoll as the new Health and Emergency Services Division Director for Gila 
County. 
 
There being no further business to come before the Board of Supervisors, 
Chairman Pastor adjourned the meeting at 10:16 a.m. 
 
APPROVED: 
 
 
________________________________________ 
Michael A. Pastor, Chairman 
 
ATTEST: 
 
  
________________________________________ 
Marian Sheppard, Chief Deputy Clerk 
 



   

ARF-1031       5- N             
Regular BOS Meeting
Meeting Date: 01/24/2012  

Reporting
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Report for County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for
weeks ending 12-30-11 and 1-6-12

Submitted For: Joseph Heatherly Submitted By: Valrie
Bejarano,
Contracts
Support
Specialist,
Finance
Department

Information
Subject
Report for County Manager Approved Contracts Under $50,000 for Weeks Ending
12-30-11 and 1-6-12

Suggested Motion
Acknowledgment of contracts under $50,000 which have been approved by the
County Manager for weeks of December 24, 2011 to December 30, 2011, and
December 31, 2011 to January 6, 2012.

Attachments
Contract 100109-01R Amendment #2 Swire Coca-Cola USA
Contract ADSPO10-00000131 Environmental Systems Research Institute
Agreement 112111 Amendment #1 Rodriguez Construction
Medical Consulting Agreement Dr. Durham
Agreement 120911 Noble Building LLC
Agreement 121511 Rodriguez Construction
Agreement 122111 Drake Equipment
Agreement 6337 Gila Energy Management
Agreement 122711 Rodriguez Construction
Agreement 122811 Mountain Retreat Builders
Agreement 123011 Green Tree Construction
Agreement AZ2242 Interstate Copy Shop
Maintenance Agreement Syn-Apps LLC (Insight)
Agreement WN98ABZ Dell Financial Services
Kansas State Bank Lease Agreement Konica Minolta Copiers
Approved Contracts Under $50K for Week 12-24-11 & 12-31-11
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COUNTY MANAGER APPROVED CONTRACTS UNDER $50,000 
 
 
December 24, 2011, to December 30, 2011 
 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
100109-01R 

Swire Coca-Cola USA 

 
Automated Vending Machine 
Service  

 
30% commission 

to revenue 

 
1-12-12 to 1-11-13 

 
12-28-11 

 
Renewable for 2 

more 1 yr periods 

 
Automated vending machine services for Southern 
and Northern Gila County. 

 
ADSPO10-00000131 

Environmental Systems 
Research Institute 

 
ArcGIS Mapguide Software & 
Training  
 

 
$ 18,679.28 

 
6-25-10 to 6-24-12 

 
12-28-11 

 
Expires 

 
Purchase of ESRI web software and training for web 
mapping components and better functionality. 

 
112111 

Rodriguez Construction 

 
Weatherization Project HH5410 
Amendment #1 

 
$ 5099.52 

 
11-30-11 to 2-29-12 

 
12-28-11 

 
Expires 

 
Amendment to original agreement for structural 
repair. 

 
 
 
December 31, 2011, to January 6, 2012 
 

Number / Vendor Title Amount Term Approved Renewal Option Summary 

 
- 

Dr. Michael Durham 

 
Medical Consulting Services 

 
$ 15,000.00 

 
1-1-12 to 12-31-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Renewable for 2 

more 1 yr periods 

 
Medical consulting services for the Division of Health 
and Emergency Services. 

 
120911 

Noble Building LLC 

 
Weatherization Project HH3594 

 
$ 5,070.22 

 
1-4-12 to 3-31-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Construction, labor and material for community 
service weatherization project HH3594. 

 
121511 

Rodriguez Construction 

 
Weatherization Project HH8258 

 
$ 12,127.30 

 
1-4-12 to 4-21-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Construction, labor and material for community 
service weatherization project HH8258. 

 
122111 

Drake Equipment 

 
New 14’ Dumping Flatbed Body 

 
$ 10,838.32 

 
1-4-12  to 2-13-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Material, labor and installation of a new 14 foot 
flatbed truck body for consolidated roads trucks. 

 
122611 

Gila Energy Management 

 
Weatherization Project HH6337 

 
$ 396.08 

 
1-4-12 to 4-21-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Construction, labor and material for community 
service weatherization project HH6337. 

 
122711 

Rodriguez Construction 

 
Weatherization Project HH3450 
& 4978 

 
$ 29,452.32 

 
1-4-12 to 4-21-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Construction, labor and material for community 
service weatherization project HH3450, HH4978. 
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122811 
Mountain Retreat Builders 

Weatherization Project HH7112 $ 1,994.20 1-4-12 to 4-21-12 1-4-12 Expires Construction, labor and material for community 
service weatherization project HH7112. 

 
123011 

Green Tree Construction 

 
Weatherization Project HH8168, 
HH8521 

 
$ 8,444.56 

 
1-4-12 to 4-21-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Construction, labor and material for community 
service weatherization project HH8168, HH8521. 

 
AZ2242 

Interstate Copy Shop 

 
Copier Maintenance Agreement 
for Konica Minolta BH423 

 
$ 806.40 

 
8-20-11 to 8-19-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Maintenance agreement for Konica BH423 copier in 
County Attorney’s Office.  Includes labor, parts, and 
drum. 

 
- 

Syn-Apps LLC (Insight) 

 
Maintenance Renewal for Phone 
Security System 

 
$ 5,67.93 

 
9-30-11 to 9-29-12 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Maintenance renewal for Payson Complex phone 
security system. 

 
WN98ABZ 

Dell Financial Service 

 
Dell Financial Service Computer 
Management System 

 
$ 48,595.17 

 
1-4-12 to 11-2016 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Replacing existing system management due to lack of 
support, cost savings and more functionality. 

 
- 

Kansas State Bank of 
Manhattan 

 
Konica Minolta Copier BH552 
Lease Agreement 
 

 
$ 7,107.84 

 
12-27-11 to 12-26-14 

 
1-4-12 

 
Expires 

 
Child Support Division new copier lease agreement 
with a full service maintenance agreement for copies, 
toner, and staples. 
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